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PREFACE 


10 THE 


READ PBR 


CB, F TE R 6 many excellent Diſcour- 
e, as have lately appeared in 
. Defenſe of our Chriſtian Religion 
on the foot of Prophecy, it may be 
ry expected, that ſome Reaſon ſhould be 

aſſigned by me, why ] bave choſen to trou- 

ble the World with any thing upon the ſame 

Subject. All that T have to plead as an Ex- 

 euſe, is, that having publiſhed ſome Tears 
ago, a Courſe of Sermons preached at 
Mr. BoYLE's Lecture, in Defence of Re- 
vealed, as well as Natural Religion; and 
no Notice being taken in thoſe Sermons of 
the Argument in Proof of our Religion, 
drawn from the Predictions of the Pro- 
A 2 |  Phetg 


FS -® 4 


Preface to , the READER 


phets concerning the Meſſiah; they bei 
publiſhed before the Book, entitled, The 
_ Grounds and Reaſons of the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion, came out; I thought T ought not to 
publiſh a New Edition F thoſe Sermons at 
this Time, without adding an Appendix at 
the End of them, in Vindication of the Ar- 
gument drawn from Prophecy, which has 
been attacked with ſo much Warmth by | the 
Faber E: the Grounds and Scheme. — 


N 
\ * 
4 "AY * *. DA. nn — =— 


7 OE not to EPR any Diſcoveries, 
but only to ſet the Arguments in the beſt 
Light I can; and to bring them into as 5 ſmall 
a Compaſs as poſh ble, that no Reader might 
iy juſtly complain f the Length of the Diſ- 
q! courſe. Whether T have, or have not, ſuc- 
ceeded in my Endeavours to prove, that che 
Aut hor of our Religion was deſcribed by the 
Prophets in the Old Teftament, muſt be 1085 
mitted fo the Fudgment of” the Reader. = 
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Why only four Prophets broaght ; in Proof of a Me. 

| , and why in this Order, gs, 
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The Caraite, « - who tidnttred none 92 this Proof, 
expetted a Meſfiah as well ar the Jews, 103 

| MY Uſe of the word fulfil in rhe Goſpels defend- 

n. 68 by aber Writers, by 104 
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ESUs our Meſſiah ſays, he 


came not to deſtroy the Law 
or the Prophets, but to ful - 


62 > 1 Winer: fays,: that neither he 
nor any body elſe could come to fulfil the 
Law or the Prophets; for chat theſe knew 
of no ſuch Perſon as a Meſſiah, in the 


Senſe that eme or Chriſtians underſtand 
that Word; or if any ſuch Perſon was de-. 


ſign d by any of the old Prophets, it could 
not be the Chriſtian Y Meſſiah, becauſe he 
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ſhere- 


_—_ ee a his People the Jews, 
and alſo becauſe he did 1 in fa& put an end 
to, inſtead of fulfilling the Law of Mo- 
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in Gppotttion to any ſuch Aſſe rtions, 1 
will endeavour to prove, I/, That the 


Coming of ſuchia Perſon, as has been and 
ſtill is called by Chriſtians the Meſſiah or 


Chriſt;..1 1s agreeable to; the antient Prophe- 


cies, or a fulfilling the Law and the Pro- 


phets, according to the true N of 
the Writers of |theſs Propheties. 


IIa, That Jeſus our Mefiahy apfyered 


the Characters given in the angent.” wo 


phecies concerning that Perſon, whom the 
Few? were wont. to call Meſſiah ; conſe- 


quently, that he fulfilled, inſtead" of de. 
| ſtroying the Law or the Prophets. 


III, That the Alteration he ad þ in 
the Law of Moſes” Was ſo far from being 


an Argument ag againſt his Meſpahfiip, that 


tis an additiottaf Proof” of bir being the 
Mean. ib 


. 'Y 


, on nds en | end! nd ' FA 


ves! 1 45 gegen e, hy 
TVzhly; Wi glye ſome : account, W 
our Saviour and os Eyangelifls Hagen 
times uſe typical Arguments in prgof of 
his being the M eſiab, and, nof ſuch. Ar; 
gume oc fe ta be drawn from the prir 
mary an e 5 AM: hg Fins 


Words. 


Before 1, enter ape i Prop hon, 
it will be neceſſary to, i the e Mean: 
ing of the word Wilhahy, a affixm 
that the Coming of fe ae on, x 
agreeable to the aptjent 191075 Fees, Þ ] 
cauſe thy Joy had many M lea 65 as 85 
fiah figni es a Perſon 5 5 jo to his Of; 
bes for they, 1 had Fires gent. 9 os 

S, Kings, Prieſts, ang Froph lets, Fay 1 
of which in each Order v were put into Po 
ſeſſion of 1 their Office By 10 
ant de were 0 AE Ip 15 
general Siniation of N gre? 
by Meſſiah in the dent e 4425 and 10 
ſtians, and which therefore. , muſt be the 
Subje& of Controverſy between us and 
the Author of the Groynds and Scheme, is 

commonly underſtood ſome ane FTA. 97 
+ Dignity ſuperior to that ef exery otbec 
beer, whom 6g beg by bis Prophets 


Promi. 
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dere his People the Jes, 


and alſo becauſe he didi in fact put an end 
to, inſtead of fulfilling the Law of Mo- 


for. 


EY l any buch Aftertid WO 1 
will endeavour to prove, It, That the 


Coming of ſughia Perſon, as has ben and 
ſtill is called by Chriſtians the Meſſiah or 


- Chriſt;. is agre eable to he antient Prophe- 


cies, or a fulfilling the aw and. | the Pro- 


phets, according to the true . of 


the Writers of theſs Prophetie e 
Hay, That Jeſus ohr Mefſinh 0 fe rec 
the Characters giden in the aßztient. Pro 
phecies concerning that Perſon, wham the 
Juin, were wont. to call Meſliah ; conſe- 
quiently, that he-fulfllled, inſteal'6f de. 


> ſoping the Law er the Prophets. 8 


III), That the Alteration he thade in in 
the Vaw of Moſes was + far from being 


An Argument againft his Meſſabfliip that 


is an wer Proof” of of Ard hind the 
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times uſe typical Arguments Mi Proof. of 
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guments. as, are. tg be. 17 1 rom the prir 
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agreed ble 40 Sy 1 1 
17 e n ha d many, RS; 8. 3 i 
ſiah fignifies Per ſon. anojat 1170 b 0 
fice; for h hd had 1 8 of Meg, 
Viz, King, Prieſts, Ele: Proph, ts, 0 1 
of which in each. Ord: er Were 1 0 Into Pot. 
ceo thor Oboe by, Von 
conſequently were fa 0 15 ip 05 
general igafication 9 e „ But | 
by Meſſiah 1 in th he Seal 06 0 e and & 

ſtiaps, and which th 115 ſve, | de _the 
Subject of Controver v en us apd 
the Author of cho Groynds an Scheren i 
commonly. undexſtogd ſome ane Perſqn gf 
+ Dignity ſuperior to that, of every ghet 
Ferns whom bog ben br his Prophets, 


dromi. 


hr is 


4 


Y A Defence of the Argument | 


promiſed ſhould © come among the Jett. The 
Exiſtence of ſuch a'Perſon 1 in the Prophe- 


cies of the Old Teſtament, 1 1s what I un- 


dertake to prove under this firſt Head: 


for both Jer and Chriſtians are agreed in 


this ſenſe of the word Meſſiah, that the 
Perſon who ſhould bear that Title was to 


be an extraordinary Perſon, of higher 


Dignity than any of their ordinary Kings, 
Prieſts, or Prophets, who was to come 
among them, and deliver them out of the 
Hands of their Enemies: How indeed 


this Deliverance was to. be effeded, and 
who theſe Enemies were, is not agreed 


between the Chriſtian and the Few; but 
as we with the Conſent of this Author 
may judge of the Senſe of the 'antient 
Prophecies, as well as the Fews i in our Sa- 
viour's or any ſubſequent Time, we may 
alſo. examine under the ſecond and third 
Heads, whether the Character given by 
the Prophets of the Meſſiah is 125 fa- 


| vourable to the Belief of Fews or Chri- 


ſtians. 
The Prophecies I ſhall make uſe of ſhall 


be taken out of theſe Prophets: David, 
Malachi, Daniel, and I/aiah, which will 


_ the * of a Meſſiah hae" 
the 


From PROPHECY. 5 
the Jews many Ages higher than the Wri- 
ter aforemention'd will allow of; for he 
is perſuaded no body expected any ſuch Per- 
— much before the Time of our Saviour's 
Appearance; that they had then no better 
Reaſon for expecting Eg than their want. 
of ſuch a'Perſon; they wiſh? d for ſome - 
body to deliver them out of the Hands of g 
their Maſters the Romans, and ſo fancied 
the Prophets to ſpeak « of a Perſon, whom 
none of them. had ever thought oC... 

But I muſt obſerve, that as this 1 
writes to. Chriſtians, when he ſays there 
is no ground for a Meſſiah in the Prophecies, 
he muſt be ſuppoſed. to take the word 
| Mefſlias 1 in the ſenſe which Chriſtians, not 
in the ſenſe which the Jer in our Savi- 
our's Time and fince, have taken that 
Word. 

fl draw my Proof "4 a Meſſiah 42 
only four Prophets, Kis. becauſe 1 think 
four are ſufficient to prove the Point in 
diſpute; and what would I more? If Ido not 
take them in the Order of Time i in which 
each of theſe Prophets, lived, tis becauſe 


'F: 13. 


Light, and make it more evident to every 
"M0 one 


bp bout the T3 
25 ey, 7. could n not 


AY f 


E i 2 Defeidh of the Auer 
one, that tile falt each bf them idtetid 
ole atid the fa He Peron, © 5 
The Pk. 6 the Prophits' Its theke, i 
Pfaim cx. Malachi iii. Daniel ix. and 
df 15 li. I arti to ſhew that theſe four 
laces of four different Prophets, living i in 


different. Ages, 15 all ſpeak « of ſome extra- 


ordinary erfon that was to appear among 
the Jes; and that each of them muſt 
probably 1 mean one and the ſame Perſon. 
I will alſo trace down an Expectation of 
ſüch 4 Perſon into the Ti imes of Nehemiah 
and the Maccabees; and at the. lame time 
afligh tome probable Reaſon, why during 
all this tlie none of the Problitls except 
Daniel, nor none . of thoſe who ſpeak of 
tif Petr in the time of Nehemiah, or of 
cke Mie bees, do ever call him Meſſiah, 
and yet that afterwards, (vis. about .our 
$zviour's 4 \ppearance) all that ce of 
Him agtee (as far as appears) in calling 
the by HRS auß, els ts Eee 
is we as the. fees: I doubt! nöt, one rea- 


\ 900 {a has S Hg, d fome Petfons - to ſuf 


lat the erfon, a 35 well as the lame, 


h 'of dur lus, v Was, 
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monly called by that Name much bebore 
that Time. 8 

The fir kay Pro phet! would vale in proof 
of a Me ah, 18 David in the cxth Plalm: 
The Lord fa 7 unto mM 5 Lord, Sit thou on 
my right band, 15 I nale thy fbe s 
thy Foot lool: The Lord ſha! 
thy fireng th out of Zion. It cannot de de- 
nied that ede Perſon here promiſed by God 
to come among the Jeu, is a Peron by 
very great Dignity, fince ſo great a King a 
David was contented to call him his 14 
We muſt not look for this Perſon amotig 
any. of the ordinary Kings of Jude or 
12 as he muſt bave e erg greatly fape- 
rior to every one of them, 125 being the 
Lord of {> great a King as David, and 


} #1: Vit 


therefor he who afterwards went Lit 


monly ider the Name of Meſiah, 6 or 
Anon 1871 i Pet the EPO. #: 


Nee 


97 N 4 


_ 0 of fe 
Fer 1 oh was 1 e called David's 
ld 5e an Immortal pr or 
ert Prieft, 3 conſe ſeq 10 verttly have 75 
Eternal Prieſthood m Contra indi to 
By Mortal 
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Mortal Prieſts, and a Prieſthood that was to 
have an End; which ſhews the Digoity 
of the . Prieſt here ſpoke of, to be pet: 
ſuperior to that of, any. of the Levitical 
Hi: gh-Prieſts, or. of all of them put toge- 
2 for their Prieſthood is here ſuppoſed 
to have an End, his to endure for ever. 
| And it ſhews too, that the Perſon here | 
ſpoken, of could be neither David nor 
Solomon, there being no Prieſts of that 
Order while the Levitical Prieſthood ſub- 
ſiſted; that being confined to a particular ; 
F F of the Tribe of Levi, to which 
| Melchiſedec had no relation; conſequently 
thatno one of that Order ng be received 
as. God's Prieſt before the Extinction of 
the Levitical Prieſthood. It alfo ſhews 
that the Fews,who certainly allowed David 
to be a Prophet, muſt have had Reaſon 
for expecting a Meſſiah (in our ſenſe of 
the Word) before as well as after the 
| Babyloniſh Captivity. 5 
IF any one ſhould doubt whether this 
Pfalmwas compoſed by David, our Anſwer 
is, we have as good reaſon to believe this 
Plalm was compoſed by him, as we have 
to believe 1 Book of Wa was his 
| wpoſe 


4 N '& ©. 
\ | 44141 


Fron PROPHECY.) 5: all 


hoſes bears : We know. chat ſo long 

ago as the Times of our Saviour, no 

Queſtion was made of this Pſalm being 
one of David's ; for if there had, the Scribes 
and Phariſees would not have been put to 
ſilence by the Queſtion our Saviour put 
to them, how the Meſliah could be David's 
Lord. when they were wont to call him 
the Son of David? For if it had not been 
generally allowed at that Time, that this 
Pſalm was one; of David's: compoſing, 
there had been no Proof that the Meſſiah 
was to be David's Lord; and then the 
difficulty . had been entirely removed, 

and the Scri bes not ſilenced, as the Evan- 
geliſt tells us they were. What Lights our 
modern Jem. or any other Perſons can 
now have for diſcovering the Authors of 
the ſeveral Pfalms, which the Learned 
Men among the Fews in our Saviour's 


Time, ſuch as the Scribes, had not, is no 
eaſy matter to gueſs; and therefore I will 
venture to affirm, that the Expectation 


of the Jews in our Saviour's Time, of 
ſome Perſon to come among them, greater 


than np. hk their —" Kings or 
io. Prieſts, 


* Matthew xxl. 43. 
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Prieſts, had ſoine ground from even a lite - 
ral Interpretation of a Prophecy. 3 
I cannot but obſerve, that this extraor- 
" Wikary" Perfon was fookkn of at a tiſne 
when the State of the Fews was ih a moſt 
Avuriſhing Condition; for ſuch was tlie 
whole Reign of David. and therefore the 
Writer of the Scheme, Ge. muſt be mi- 
ſtaken, when he fays the Fews nevet 
dreatnt of a Meſſiah, till the Romans made 
chem uneaſy. If this Writer had been 
as good à Philoſopher as he deſires to be 
thought a Critick, he could not have en- 
deavoured to thake us believe, that mere- 
ly the Deſire of 'a Peliverer could be 
Cauſe ſufficiert for producing a geiieral 
Expectation of a Deliverer. I could allow 
that the Want of = Deliverer might be 4 
Reaſon for their adhering at that Time, 
and ever ſince, to A rea Trterprecdtiah 
of ſuch Paſſages of the Prophets, as did 
leemingly repreſent the Meſſiah under the 
Character of à great Prince ſubduing his 
and his Peoples Enemies but chat a whole 
Nation ſhould be ſo filly, as to believe he 
Coming of 4 Perſon, them and ever ſince 
called by the Name of Meſſiah, without 
any ground for ſuch Belief, and this Be- 
a 
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iief not confined to one Generation, but 
Holding on thirv' may Generations and | 
many Ages, is an lnſtance of Credulity 
Which [ thould be glad to ſee matched in 
Hiſtory. it will not be ſufficient to ſay, 
that PA ebe Were a very factibus Peple, 
and great Enthufiaſts ar , berauſetheſe Fows 
were Men, and other” Pebple have been 
factious and enthluftaſtital 3 as well as they; 
we have therefore 4 Rix gut to demand of 
5" 4 parallel Iiſtabce bh any other Feb 
E. | 
My TW Proof of fomle ektravt 
Aibary Perfon's being promifed by God 
to the. Jews, hall % taken | out” of the 
third (55 pter of Malachi, 5 theſe Words: 
Behold, Fa will £ 2nd my "el, enger, and be 
ſhall prepare. the way "hf fore ne; and the 
Lord whom e el, all allt come ty 
his temple, even the me nge 0 the cob 
nant whom 54 $7 bt int behold, be ball 
conie, 75 "the t WI of a, Tue Per fon 
here Serbe is call led Lord, or Adbn, 
as the been in the exth Pſalm”, but then 
| this Perſon i is Called Lord of the Temp le, | 
as the other Lord of King "Duvid: Wie is 
alfo tai, to he the Delire nd! 1 
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12 | A Defence of the Argument 


of, the Fewiſh Nation: the firſt Character 
of him beſpeaks him a Perſon of ſuperior 
and uncommon Dignity, and the laſt Cha- 
racter ſuppoſes him to be a Perſon whom 
the Prophets before Malachi muſt have of; 
ten mention d, and by that had raiſed a 
Dieſire in the People of ſeeing him. We 
have here then an extraordinary Perſon, 
and at the ſame time a Perſon who was 
' generally expected by the Fews, which are 
' two Characters that will exactly fit the 
Meſſiah ſo much talk'd of when our Sa- 
Vviiour appear'd: and therefore it muſt be 
wuant of Conſideration in any one to affirm, 
'! that a Perſon with theſe two Characters 
|. was not thought of much before the Ap- 
pearance of our Saviour. If it be ſaid 
|, they did not expect the Meſſiah under the 
i! Character of a temporal Deliverer much 
before the Times of our Saviour, that is 
probably true; but then it makes nothing 
againſt Chriſtians, who do not acknows 
ledge a Meſſiah under that Character. 
In the third Verſe of this Chapter, this 
perſon i is deſcribed as one that was to 
make a very great Reformation among the 
Sons of Levi; that he was to purify and 
purge them as Gold and Silver, that they 
V 


3 FY 
n 


PPP 


9 
1 
#4 
N E 
1 
"FB 
** 8 


from PROPHECY. 13 


might offer unto the Lord an Offering i in 
Richteonlneſ. It was before ſaid by the 
Prophet , that God would not accept an 
Offering at the Hands of their Prieſts; 


for that from the riſing of the fun unto be | [ 


going down of the ſame; (that is, all the 


World over) bis name ſbould be great a- 
mong the Gentiles, and-in every place, as 


well as in Fudæa, incenſe ſbould be offered 
in bis name, and a pure offering : Which 
inclines me to believe that it was the Pro- 
phet's Intention to tell us, that the Time 
when this ſhould happen would be, when 
the Lord of the Temple had ſo far re- 
formed the Sons of Levi, . that the y might 
(whatever they had done. before) offer to 
the Lord an Offering in Righteouſneſs. 
And my Reaſon for believing. ſo is this; 
That the Coming of this Perſon to reform 
the Sons of Levi (the Day of whoſe 
Coming the Prophet ſays, e ho can abide?) 


is ſubjoined to God's Threat, that the 
Time ſhould come when he would no 


longer retain the Jews as his Favourites, 


or accept Offerings at their Hands only; 
for that he would be worſhipped i in every 
Part of the World, as well as in Judes; 


which 
 ® Mal i. 10, 11. 
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14 A Defence of the Argument 
which makes it reaſonable to think, that 
the Prophet intended 10 inform. us, that 
when this Perſon came, the Reformation 
he ſhould make in the Levitigal Prieſthood 
would be very eonſiſtent with Gad's Name 
being called upon by Gentiſes as well as 
Jews, becauſe if he had meant otherwiſe, 
it had been impaſſihle that both theſe 
Threats ſhould bave taken effect; conſe- 
quently this purifying or reforming the 
Sons of Levi muſt be ſuch a Reformation 
of them, as may be made conſiſtent with 
God's receiving Addreſſes from Gentiles 
as well as Jer, and i in every other Place 
as well as in Feruſulem - but this we know 
to be utterly : -1nconſiſtent With a Levitical 
Prieſthood, whoſe Miniftry Was confined 
to one Place. VIS, Feruſulem, ' 1 We have 
then ſuch a Perſon in Malachi. as David 
had long before deſcribed. under the Cha- 
racter of a Prieſt for ever after the Order 
: of Melchifedeg. p For as a Prieſt of this or 
of any other Order could haye no Ex: 


iſtence while a Levitical Prieſthood was 
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in being, ſo when Malachi s Perſon Was 


to appear, the Levitical Prieſthood 1 was ta 
Haven an End; becauſe God's Name was 


then 
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from. PRO PR N th 


then to be called upon in all Places 2s well, 
a5 in Jude. 5 e f. 175 | 
I it be faid, that reforming, the. Sons 
of Levi, and parting an End to, the Leui- 
zical Prieſthood, are. very different things, 
conſequently David's Prieſt and Malgchi s 
Reformer of the Sons of, Levi different, 
Perſons: I anſwer, that 45 we ſpeak ac: 
curately, or as Plyloſophers, Reforming 
and Deſtroying s are very, different Things, 
but then the offering Sacrifices to God in 
= Places, a nd offering them in one Place, 
„ are mite more differer . becaule 
boch of theſe cannot poſſibly true; and: 
yet theſe muſt be made > confiſtept with 
one another, before v we can underſtand thi us 
Reforming the "Sons of Levi in a Iteral 
Senſe, or make ſuch a Senſe. conſiſtent 
with what the Prophet bad before aid 1 in 
the firſt Chapter: But in tuch a Caſe, vb 
think we are wont to ſuſpect an Authot 
may be inaccurate in exprelling Himſelf, 
rather than put ſuch a Sen upon his 
Words as would be a direct Contraꝗiction 
to What he had faid ; a few Lines before? 
And I hope the fame Favour will not be⸗ 
denied to the Authors of our Canonical 
Books; >, efperially- as we may obſerve; 
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16 11 Defence of the Argument 
when God tells the Fews for what Crimes 
he would puniſh. them when this Lord 
of the Temple came, there is no mention 
made of any one T ranſgreſſion of the Ce- 
remonial Part of their Law: 4 but they are 
all of them Tranſgreſſions of the Moral 
Law, for which he threatens to puniſh 
them T. a Ag 

If it be faid; that "HEL muſt FER thePro- 
phet to be guilty of an Inaccuracy i in ſpeak- 


ing. before I can Prove that he 1s deſcri- 
bing the fame Perſon as David, deſcribes, 


and prove it by that Verſe of Malachi, 


in which'tis ſaid God's name ſhould be great 
among the Gentiles; if that Verſe may ad- 
mit another Senſe than what Chriſtians 
put upon it; and who knows not that the 


Few explain this place of the Fews diſper- 


ſed among the Gentiles, and not ofthe Gen- 
tiles; then my Proof that David. and 
Malachi. ſpeak of the ſame Perſon muſt 


| fall to the Ground, 


lanſwer, that ſappoſing this, Prophecy A 
was to be underſtood of the Jews diſperſed 
among the Gentiles, in, Oppoſition, to the 


Jeruſalem Jer, or the Na in Judea; 


and ſuppoſing too that Incenſe. and a, pure 


Offering 
4 Malach, iii. 5. | 


«from: PrOBHECY: |. 17 
Offering are to be underſtood in a figurative 
Senſe; for the Prayers offer d up to God 
by ſuch diſperſed. Fewsy; yet if it is ſup- 
poſed, that theſe Prayers would'be equally 
well heard by God out of Judea, as in it, 
tis plain that the Temple muſt then ceaſe 

to be the only Place of Worſhip; becauſe 
this ſuppoſes their Prayers to be equally 
acceptable to God; whether offer'd with or 
without a Material Sacrifice. | 
If it be ſaid, that God here tells ain 


Jeruſalem Fews, that he would for the 
future be called upon by their Brethren 
of the Diſperſian, as well as by themſelyes, 
tho Addreſſes from thoſe of the Diſperſion, 
would not be equally: well received: The 
Anſyerys RS cannot be the e 3 


ction of this Verſe kay —.— before; 
does evidently. require: And therefore it 
Auſt have, been the Prophet's Intention to 
tell the Fews, that the, way of Worſhip 
by material Sacrifices was to have an Ends 
Conſequently, David and Malachi muſt be 
allowed ſo far to agree, that when the Per- 
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fon they both ſpake of eame, the Levitieal N 


Prieſthood was to-have an End: And their 
Agreement in ſo remarkable an Event may 


be allowed, I hope, to be good Proof chat 


ey both ſpeak of me ſame Peiſon. | 


But notwithflanding Ai: eue 


former of the Fewo5b riet fore Mo dern 
Jews will not alu this Ard the 
Temple to mean the Meffah, Bur the 


4 Slokined or Manifeſtation of God hintelf, 
not in the ſecond Temple C25 the Writer 


er thi Sebemen, Sci by miſtake 17 055 


ftid the Shekindh was dne of the rivileges 
wanting in the ſecod Temple, which the 


firſt enjoyed; Y but in the third Temple, 


Which is yet tö de built, Ad of which 
they think Exe fiel has given us a Model, 
aud in which they (HI Took for the Sbelz- 
auh: But we ate petſuatleck they look for 
ite no Purpoſe, Becauſe Maffel is plainly 
Wenking of ne ee at is, 
the Temple which was then building 
Hofle; when He prophelied of "this 1252 
of the Temple, and notof & Temple ſure 
which 0 Few af this me ibis: when 


22 4 4 or 
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Nom bud edHN N - I 
or what ever it will be built; cone. 
quently; no ground for imagining that 
the Prophet could mean tlie Shetingh by 
his Lord of the Temple. . 
Our nent Witneſs in behalf of 2 Person 
of high Dignity promiſed by God to the 
Fewift Nation is Daniel, ix. ver. 24, = 
Seventy weeks are deten upon thy People 
and upon thy holy city, is finiſh the'tran 2 
fion; ra male an ond of Int, to make re- 
For iniquity, &c. That is, 
ſeventy Weeks of Yeats are decrecd for 
putting afl end to Suerllices for Sin, and 
making legal Reconciliation! for Iniquitty: 
if it be laid, that this is ofity my Senfe of 
Danielr words Latffwer, that the Writer 
of ths Sehen, &, Tap \bfes che Words 
of Dante tb be Ellipticit, and therbfore 
renders them, to wen all Punifbment 
for Sins K "ths altowed that ſomtething 
18 watiting; why dy it nt be ſupplied by 
putring um end to Sotriſeut for Sin, e 
20 a putting an end Piatiforkent for dn? 
(pecially when this putfing an enck to 
5 is dönlnecked im point Gf Time, with 
the Deſtruction of che 8 or Sangtu- 
„ ei 2720 15 O 1036171] <3, ay. 
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20 A Defence of the Argument 

ary\.. It then follows, Anow therefore and 
underſt and, that fromthe gong forth of the 
commandment to reſtore and to build Fert- 
ſalem, unto Meſſiah the prince, ſball be 


ſeven weeks ;, and threeſcore and tuo E 


the ſtreet ſhall be built again, and the wall, 
even in troublous times; and after threeſet 
and two weeks ſhall Meſſiah be cut-off. . 

It is evident from this Account of 
Daniel's, that the Perſon he ſpeaks of 
muſt ho one. of very. high. Conſideration; 
not only as, Daniel gives us a particular 
Account. of the Time when he was to 


come among the Jews, and when he was 


to leave tliem or be cut off, but alſo as he 
makes his coming ta be aceompanied with 


2 remarkable Alteration,” that was then to 


befall the State of- the iZewifb People, (VIS; 
The.. Fniſbing tranſgreſſion and ſin, and 


expiating or making; recontiliation for Ini- 


quitys SC. As. theſe were to fall out in 
this Perſon's Time, tis natural enough to 
believ „ that twas the Angel's Intention 
to tell Daniel, that; theſe things ſhould be 
brought about hy him; not barely that he 
ſnould happen to live at that Time, or be 
an. idle Spectator vchen theſe things were 
doing 
Daniel x. 26, 27. . | 


From PROPHECY. 21 


doing: It muſt therefore be allowed that 
Daniels Meſſiah the Prince, or Leader of 
his People, was to be a very conſiderable 
Perſon; and ſo far Daniel's Meſſiah 0 
with Dauidis and Malacb iss. 
Tis alſo evident, that ſome. entiadhi 
nary Perfonamuſt have been expected by 
the Jews in Daniels Time; other wiſe how 
ſhould: Daniel or the Fews have underſtood 
who the Angel was ſpeaking of, when he 
only deſcribes him by fuch general Words 
as Anointed: Prince, if no one Anointed 
Prince; who might be diſfinguiſh'd from 
their ordinary Princes or Leaders of the 
People, had been expected by them? The 


Angel prefaces his Relation of the coming 


of this Perſon, with bidding Daniel, to 
know and underſtand; but what could he 
or the Feros after him, know or underſtand 
from ſuch an indeterminate Expreſſion as 
that of Anointed Prince, if they had not been 
before appriſed of the coming of ſome one 
Anointed Perſon; the ſame Perſon whom 
Malachi afterwards: mention'd under the 
Character of one that the ems in general 
deſired and expected? That it muſt-be-the 
Same Perſon is plain from hence, that 'the 
Sanftaary or Temple, was to be deſtroved 
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22 A Defence of the Argument 
ſoon after the Coming of Daniel's Mefljali*; 
as Malachi's and David's Meſſiah was to 
put an End to the Temple Worſhip, and 
the Levitical Prieſthood. Whether Daniel's 
Computation will ſuit the ChriſtianMeſſiah, 
muſt be conſidered under the ſecond 
Head: I am at preſent only to ſhew, that 
ſome Prophets took notice of a very con- 
fiderable Perſon that was to come among 
the Fews; and I think I have already proved 
It 2 three of them, and: _ arc the 


mean the ſame Perſon, ah this og: mi 
out the help of a Typical Application of 
Scripture. If there be ſome difference in 
Daniel's Meſſiah, that he was to be cut 
off, whereas no ſuch thing is ſaid of the 
Perſon David or Malachi mention; I will 
give ſome Account of that difference, 1 in 
treating of my next Prophet. 

But before I leave Daniel, I moſtöbee 


8 from this Paſſage of his concerning the 
Meſſah, chat Deniel's Meſſiah cbuld not 


be a temporal Deliverer of the 'Feros, not 


fo much becavſe he was to be cut off, as 


becauſe this cutting him off was to be fol- 
—_—_ n * _ anne — the 
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om PRO HTC TJ. 23 
Fewilh e ; After threeſcore and © two 
weeks ſpall Meſſiab be cut off, but nor far 
bimſelf; and the people of the prince that 
ſball come, ſball defiroy the city and the ſan» 
dduary, and rbe end thertof ſpall be with a 
food, and unto the end of the wart; deſor 
lations are determin d, and fur the ouer- 
' ſpreading of abomiuatious, be ſpall ma be it 
deſolate *,,. or. as the LXX have it, rhe 
abomination of deſolatians ſball be upon the 
boly . place... If the Jemt had compared 
David with Daniel, they could not have 
drawn out of David a temporal Deliverers 
nor the eternal Duration of their Polity 
from him, nor any other Prophet; and 
therefore while they look for à temporal 
Deliverer iu the Meſſiah, they mult iat 
ſuffered their Deſires or Inclinagonatoiggt | 
the better of their Reaſon, +: an 

If it be faid,, this only proves thar thi 
Meſtah, whom the Jem expected, as 
not Daniel's Meſſiah; as they muſt have 
ſeen, as well as we, the Fate of Dans 
Meſſiah, and the Deſtruction of their o- 
verument, as what was to be a Conſt- 
quence of it: we anfwer, That without 
FRqPIEINS wears Wo Jews in our i Sevie 
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24 A Defence of the Argument 


our's Time did generally apply this Paſ- 
ſage of Daniel to the Times of the Meſſiah 
they expected; thoꝰ our Saviour's Appli- 
cation of it to his own Times, in a Diſ- 
courſe with his Diſciples, who then be- 
lieved him to be the Meſſiah, makes it 


probable: It is enough for my purpoſe, 


that the Event anſwer' d to our Saviour's. 
Prediction, viz that within one Genera- 


tion, the abomination of deſolation Spoken 


of by Daniel, ſhould be ſeen flanding in ths 
boly place * Which ſufficiently” — 
that he rightly applied this Prophecy 
8 to the Times of the Meſſiah. 
The next Prophet is Iſaiah liii. I will 
not lay any ſtreſs upon Iſaiab's calling the 
perſon he ſpeaks of, God's Servant, or his 
righteous Servant, becauſe the People of 
Iſrael have been dignified with the fame 
Title: by this Prophet, when mention d | 
by him in oppoſition to the Gentiles ; but 
there may be Reaſon to think, that God's 
Acceptance of ſuch a Perſon's ſingle Suf- 
ſerings in lieu of the Puniſnment due to 
Millions of People, may be a Proof of 
the Eſteem God had for him, and conſe- 
quently of the togh Dignity of this Per- 


TY 1949 ſon. 
15 Matth. xxiv. 15. * e N 


From PROPHECY. 25 
ſon. And yet this is the Account Iſajab, 
ſpeaking in the Name of the People of Iſ- 
rael, gives of this Servant of the Lord: 
that he was wounded for our tranſgreſſ ons, 
and that with his ſtripes we are healed, And 

again: All we like ſheep have gone aſtray, 
we have turned every one to hig own way, 
and the Lord bas laid upon him the iniqui- 
ty of us all: And then in the 12th Verſe 


God ſays of him, that be will divide bim 


a portion with the great, and he ſhall di- 
vide the ſpoil with the ſtrong. 

is evident, the Perſon Iſaiab werke 
of muſt be the ſame Perſon whom the Pro- 
phets above-mention'd deſcribe, becauſe 
ſome of the ſame things were to be done 
by. this righteous Servant, which Daniel 
(whom we have already proved to agree 


with the reſt) ſays were to be done at that 


Time, when his Meſſiah, the Prince, 

ſhould come, viz. the putting an end to 
tranſpreſſi on and ſin, and making reconcilia- 
Zion for iniquity. And ſecondly, Becauſe 


Daniel mentions the Meſſiah's being lain. 


or cut off, as what in his Time was well 
known to be the Caſe of this Perſon, 
whenever he ſhould come br the 
Fews, 3 "I * 10 
100 | | 1 
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26 A Defence of the Argument 
In the Time of Daniel's Meſſiah, Tranſ: 


greſlion was to be finiſhed, and an End 


made of Sin, and Reconciliation to be 
made for Iniquity: The Lord too had 
transferred the Iniquity of his People from 
themſelves to the righteous. Servant de- 
ſcribed by Iſaiah. And tis aid too of 
this righteous Servant, that be ſbould make. 


bis ſoul an offering for fin, and that be 


ſhauld juſtiffj many. by bearing their Iniqui- 
Zies. What was to be done in tbe Time of 
Daniel's Meſliah, and what was to be done 
by 1ſaiah's righteous Servant, are ſo very 
much alike, that it cannot be doubted Da- 
iel and Iſaiah muſt ſpeak of the ſame 


Perſon; for in both Caſes there is an End 


made of Sin; and Reconciliation made for 
Iniquity. The only Difference is, that 
Iſaigh tells, us how theſe were to be 


brought about, vis. by the Sufferings of 


Meſliah : Whereas Daniel, who writ after 
bim, does not expreſsly mention the cut- 
ting off Meſſiah, as the Cauſe or Reaſon of 
an End being put to Sin, and of Reconci- 
liation made for Iniquity ;, becauſe this was 
an Matter whieh muſt have been well 
knowa to all who had read this Prophecy 
of * but only tells us, that theſe 
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from PROPHECY. 27 
were connected in point of Time: and yet 
'ris to be hoped, that their Agreement in 
ſo remarkable an Event, as that of making 
an end of ſin, and of reconciling for iniquity, 
may bid fair for our underſtanding both- 
theſe ne to pens ye * Tn Per- 

"Nas the Writer of the' Sehonte Ke. can 
ſee no vicarious Puniſhment here, but on- 
ly that this righteous Servant was to be 
involved in the common Calamity with 
the Jews, who were led into Captivity * 

and yet tis ſaid of him, that the Fewiſh 
People were healed by His Stripes: which 
ſhews his Sufferings to be a Benefit to the 
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People; and then what ſhould hinder us 
- from believing that the Benefit was this, | 
that God had really laid upon him the bl 
Puniſhment due to their Sins? For we ö 1 
are certain, that vicarious Puniſhments | 
were agreeable enough to the Ways ofß 


thinking at that Time; and the very fame 
Phraſe is here applied by the Prophet to 
the righteous” Servant, which the Fews 
- every Year apply to the Scape · goat on 
the day of Expiation: The gont ſhall bear 
npon him — we on qniriee T he's A = : 


10 + 31377 * 


Scheme, p. 8 + Levit. xvi. 22. 


4 Define of the Argument 
if the Prophet had intended to deſcribe a 
vicarious Puniſhment, IL would willingly 
know how he: could have expreſſed him- 
ſelf in ſtronger Terms than ſuch as theſe: 
Surely he has born our griefs, and carried 
our ſorrows, yet we did eſteem him ſmitten 
of God; but he was wounded for our tranſ- 
greſſions, he wap bruiſed for our iniquities, 
the chaſtiſement f our peace was upon him, 
and with his ſtripes we are healed, All we 
like ſeep have gone aſiray, and the Lord 
has laid an him the iniquity of us all, And 

therefore we have a Right to inſiſt upon 
this Interpretation as the true Meaning of 
the Prophet, till it can be ſhewn, how the 
Sufferings of this Perſon, could be in any 
other way ſuch a Benefit to a Nation, as 
is here deſcribed by the Prophet. For his 
being only involved in a common Calami- 
ty with the FJewiſb Nation, if their Cala- 
mity was not at all eaſed by it, can never 
ſure anſwer. to the Prophet's Expreſſion of 
their being heuled by bis Aripet, although 
wee ſhould ſink the Meaning of it as low as 
l poſlible. . Leſt ſome. one ſhould think that 
the Prophet, as he uſes the Præter Tenſe, 

might intend to ſpeak of things chat had 
happend 'd before hi own I" not of 


From PROPHECY.” 29 
what was to happen; I would obſerve, 
that *tis uſual with the Prophets to ſerve 
themſelves of the Przter when they mou 
of a future Time, thereby to ſignify the 
Certainty of their Predictions dee, fl 
filled. | © 
But farther : Ab the Aiket: in Dania Z 
mentions the cutting off Meſſiah the 
Prince as a thing well known, (for he 
barely mentions it, and then paſſes on to 
other Matters) it 1s highly probable that 
he refers to this'5 3d Chapter, where tis 
| faid be was brought as a lamb to the flaugh- 

ter, and cut off fromthe land of the living; 
or, as the LXX render the laſt, bis life | 
was taken away from the earth, and an en! 
put to it, for the fins of my people; becauſe | 
there is no Place beſides this, in any of 
the Prophecies, that ſpeaks of the violent 
Death of the eee or A Fer- 
on!, n Þ 0111 „ 
I know ſome Fewn do not interpret this 
Servant of God of a ſingle Perſon, but of 
a Dr viz. the People of the 
vs. Tis, owned the Connexion would 
Gude ſuch an Interpretation; but the gth 
Verſe puts it paſt doubt, that the Prophet 
could not mean the” People of the Fews, 
loge becauſe 
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go A Defence 1 
becaufe tis ſaid of this Servant of ak 
that he was affldted for the Tranſgre 

of my People. Grotius has ted ſome, and 
among them the Writer of the Scheme, in- 
to a Belief that Jeremy might be the Pers 
ſon, but without any ſhew of Probability; 

tor is it probable, that ſo illuſtrious a Pro- 
phet, equ SC al to any, even greater than 
Men ſhould: -1ri' ſo- particular a manner 
propheſy. of the Riſe and Miniſtry of Je. 
remy; eſpecially too, as we fee no Foot- 
Reps of Jeremy in what goes before? And 
I-hope this Author will not depart from 
his own Rule of judging tlie Senſe of any 
Paſſage in mee by. a tis con- 
nected with. (T7 d | 
It may beaded, oha Perſon Ifaigh 

and Daniel ſpeak of, can be the fame Per- 
fon that David mentions, ſinoe Iſaiab and 
Daniel Ferſon is cut off ot ſlain, DA. 
vid's Perſon is repreſented as ſubduing 


6: all his Enemies, and one whom God 


aſſiſts in trampling upon all mat oppoſe 
him? The Atſwer to this may be, What 
ſome Jem make when preſſed with this 
Difficulty: That Meſſiah ſnould be! at fir 
a gteat Juſferer, but aſtex wards victorious 
for: en Righteous Servant was to be 
2108224 ſucceſsful 
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fudcebfol Aer his Buffer hs and 46:46 


vide the Spoit with the Strong; and then 


all the difference batween David and 


Iſaiab, is, that the Firſt ſays! nothing of 
the BufferInge that were 40 5 61H the 
Iſaiab ite" 204 his Suffering petſon ab 
afterwards: fuctesful;- when he ſays, he 
ſoall ſes of the travel of hit ſoul, and de 
ſatisfied; and becauſe he had ſuſſer d, God 
days he will 41 bir 6 portion: Wer 
Crest. ei no ,n “% 


But ſtilll it 5 be faid, that if dna 


way. of xeconciling theſe two Prophets, 


they might poſſibly ſpeak! ef one and the 
ſame Perſon, yet it is not probable, if they 
had meant to ſpeak af the fame Perſon, 
that the Characters df him ſhould be 
ſeemingly ſos very. differem, and yet no 
Reaſon givanchy them of ſuch a Difference: 
without, for Inſtance, David's giving us 
ſome hit that the Perſon whom he repre- 
ſents as tfeading upon the Necks of his 
Enenies, and one whom God himſelf had 
invited to ſet at his right Hand, was to 
be ſome part of his Time at leaft in a ſtate 
of Life full of Trouble and Diſtreſs, 
That if nothing of chis is to he met with 
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in the 11oth-Pfalm, it might be juſtly fuC. 
peed that the Pſalmiſt is not ſpeaking of 

the fame Perſon whom Iſaiah n in 
the fifty third Chapter. 

In Anſwer to this we ſay, tis Hevidere 
from the Account David gives of this Per- 


ſon, that he was to have an abundarice of 


Enemies to ſtruggle with, ſo many of them 


that the Almighty himſelf is introduced 


as encouraging him to bear up againſt them, 
and aſſuring him that he would ſtand by 


him, and place him at his own right hand, 


for a token that all ſhould go well with him 
at laſt, how hard preſſed ſoever he might 
be at firſt. He is repreſented as one that 


would be beſet by Enemies on all ſides, 


v. 2. and as to the Quality of his Enemies 
they were great and mighty ones, v. 5, 6. 
So as no one can doubt whether the Pſalmiſt 
has given us any notice of Difficulties his 
Perſon was to encounter, unleſs: he could 
doubt whether a Perſon ſurrounded with 
Enemies, and thoſe great and powerful 
ones, might not enjoy an eaſy and com- 
fortable State of Life, even before he had 
ſubdued them: How this Character may 
be made to ſuit the Chriſtians we: tas n 
9 — 10 Bt i 
ut 


a aa md, 1 = IS — FR, 
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from P.ROPH S N 3 
But beforgę Iileave my; four Prophets, 1 


cannot; byt/ obſerve! that they, muſi;all,of 


them ſpeak of the ſatne- Perſen as exęry 
one of them agree; in one Temaxkable E- 
vent, which was to fall out when the Per 
ſon eack. of, them: mentions me, vi. 
a great Alteration to be; then made in the 
Jemwiſo Religion. The: firſt ſays, that in 
ſtead of Leuitical Pricfis; thetaſhould 
come \4\Rtieſt: aft the order af Melchiſer 
dec. The next af th. ways, that he fold 


be rhe Meffehger f 4 Govenont, in virtue 


of which Gotl's Name ſhouid be called 


upon: by; Gent leo, ad well as Jem. D The 
third ſays, thiht in His Tine an Endl was 
to be made, of ſacrificing fer Sin, and mas 
king legal Reconciliation. fot) Iniquitysc aa 
their Temple or Sanctuary would then be 
deſtroyed. And the fourth ſpeaks of n 
upon uhom od would for the future day 
the Iniquities of his People; inſtead of 
laying them, as hitherto * their Tem- 


r Sacrifices'for Sin. 10 tif an 95h 


2 whit a „ on Sf l 23169 

1 come bos to trate down the Footſteps 
of this Perſon in the hiſtorical Writers 
who lived long after the Captivity, ſueh 
as thoſe Wy Nehemiah and the Maccabees 
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But the Writer of the Sebemt ſays *, there 


| fice as ſuch; for that 
Stones in the Ephod, called Urim and 


— bees 2 


34 A Dee 1 


and te Tee Whether they take notice lof 
ay lere dn 5 Perſon that was ex p E. 


vil. 95." The Tirfbatab ſaid nato them, thut 
155 ſhould 208 vn of be muft (bly things, 
rt) there Jrood up! risſt with Vm and 


hamm H all bee The 


w. Uh Pricfts ne well hu, bat 
Mio lend bir fully Weh A. abe G0 


ndr bν.Higb- py ie, wit -therd u apife 
4 hf 


s 0'Nebermrub's High. 
Prieſt, he ſvems to be no oH νͤᷣFligh.- 


ane fir le Deſdent of lone. Perſons, 


whb claimed to be of the Fuieſtly Family; 
not being found In-tlierpublibk Regiſters; 
the Tiybarab fuid unto them, that this 
Matter dould not be decided, i rl chers 
"proſe un Prieft with "Urim and Fhummim, 


is ho Neceſſity of hinderſtanding) this-Paſ. 


lage of any other, Tbutithe commoniFew- 


12 Figl Priaſt in che Kxkreiſen of his Of. 
Joſaplurt ſays, the 


Tbummim, didmet leave off 'flining till 


wichin 100 Years (Foſephus ſays 2260 90 
n Time: t l that An- 
5 e I 112 134 CR n wers 


Depig. 106. "a lid. 3. 8... 


Pho, Nea 


rope — fag ' mg Mg pd wa — fa, ap , vy win 
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— PAOPHEGY: | F þ 
ſwers were given in and long after. the 
Times of Nhemiah. But if this had been 
the Truth, What Oceaſion had there been 
for putting off the final Deciſion: of this 
Queſtion, till sbere ſhould fand 1 4 Prieſt 
with Urim and Thummim, that is, to an 
uncertain. Time; becaufe they did not 
know When ſuch a Erteſt would ſtand up 
among them? Why did they not go im- 
mediately to Eliaſbil the High- Prieſt, and 
ſee bee ae a could not get an Anſwer 
from him, if Anſwers egy wes uſua lly 
given at that time ; or the Stpnes, as Fo- 
ſephus.. Nys, had continued to ſhine) o 
410 e Wee 


tion of this Queſtion, 1756 Prieſt food an 
with Uriq and Thimm , ig 4 matt 
But if this will mot. d. the. {a me Au. 
thor judges; that, the Mgzning of; theſe 
Words, l 4'Prisft- Food ng,.may be no 
more than this, that hefe Perſons. mould 
neuer eat of the moſt haly things men- 
tion d in the precedent Vere, as the La- 
tins Were, wont to expreſy,neuer by ad 
cas Colendes.-If the Jews indeed never had 
a Prieſt; with: Unint and Thummin, nor had 


ever expected to have one again, as the 
| D 1 Greets 


36 6 
Greeks never had Kalends in the Form of 


Defence of the Argument 


their Year, nor ever intended to have 
them; there might. have been Tome Reaſon 
for: putting ſuch a Senſe upon "Nebertiiah's 
Words; but as tis well known, the Fetel 
who' lived before the Babyloniſh Captivity, 
had ſeen High-Prieſts returning Anſwers 
dy Urim and Tb, and ian) of thoſe 


who” Bred aer that Captivity” Wete in 


FxpeBation ef feeing ſuch again, we may 
vetitiire to — this cannot be the aa 


| of theſe Words in Nebemiab.” ap 


If it be Kad Nebemiab rep re 


Perſon under the Character of a 3 


| High-Prieſt "ſtanding up with * iim and 
Phtnmim ; z it will be ſufficient to anſwer, 


mat it catiniot be proved from this Expref- 


ſion only, that he' meant any more than 
that they mult ſtay till ſome Perſons ſhould 
arſe; chat could reſolve: as diffcult Que- 
ſtions, as had been formerly reſolved by 
the HightPricft ſtanding 1 up with Urim and 
Thiummim. For ſuppoſing this to have been 
his true Meaning, it is natural enough to 
believe he ſhould have expreſſed himſelf 
in this manner as all Perſons are wont to 


vſe _ Terms «nl wry e in ſpeak- 
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From PROPHECY.: 37. 


ing or writing, as are moſt familiar, or 
moſt in uſe in their own Times. 
As to the Quotation from the 1ſt Book 
of Maccabees,' that plainly. ſuppoſes. the 
Perſon to be an extraordinary Prophet; 
for whether he was to act himſelf as Go- 
vernor and High-Prieſt when he came, 
which ſeems to have been the Meaning of 
the Jeus and their Prieſts, when they 
conferred the Government upon Simon and 


his Family, till ſuch time as this faithful 


Prophet ſhould. come, and which Inter- 
pretation Grotius ſeems to countenance; 
or Whether this Perſon was to have the 
Deciſion of this Queſtion, Who was. to 
have the Government: od High-Prieſt- 
hood, whether any of the Deſcendants of 
Simon their Deliverer, or any other Perſon 
of angther Family? this faithful Prophet 
cannot, he ſuppos d to be an ordinary Pro- 
phet. For to conſider the Obligations the 
eus then lay under to Simon, when they 
conferred the Government upon him and 
his; he had entirely reſoued them out of 
the Hands. of the Seleucide, who. had; of- 
ten and;grievouſly. affficted them, as. we 


nr 


e in the Book of Maccabeet, and made 
them L.A aeg and 1 People: In- 
F * valuable 
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valuable Benefits! and yet when they con- 
ferred the Government upon him and his 
Family, they made this Reſtrictien to their 


Gift, that it was not intended by them to 


extend it beyond the Time of 2 Prophet, 
who was to come among them. And as if 
all this were not ſufficient to diſtinguiſh 
this Perſon from an ordinary Prophet, the 
Writer of the Book of Maccabees calls 
him a Faithful Prophet; but the Writer 


of the Scheme ſays „this Word could not 


be added with any Deſign to diſtinguiſh 
one true Prophet from another, becauſe 


every real Prophet” is a faithful or 


undoubted Prophet. But 1 always 
thought there had been Degrees 1 in Pro- 
hecy, and that among real Prophets ſome 


icht give ſtronger Evidence of their be · 
ing true Prophets than others, by the 


Greatneſs of their Miracles and Predicti- 
ons; and would therefbre better deſerve 
the Title of T5 than others, as Men 


might with more Safety rely upon the $ 


Words of ſuch Prophets os 


We ma obſerve, tha t the Feuer in the 4 


Time of ebemiab, And i in the Times 


the Maccalet Princes (if 5 take the laſt 
Interpretation of hy in! e = 
9 


Pag. 96. 
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of Magca less) ra Well; as the Samaritans. 
our Saviour B; Time, agread a8 to the Cha- 
racter of the; expected Perſon, that he 
ſhould be o eo reſolve the moſt 
diffieult Queſtions. In Nebemiah he was 
to determine that difficult Queſtion,” Whe- 
ther Perſons claiming to be of the Prieſtly 
Family, when the publick Regiſtexs were 
ſilent, made rightful Claims or not? In 
the Book of Maacabees, Who was to ſug- 
ceed to the Deſcendants of Simon in the 
High- Prieſthood and Government of the 
Jewiſb People? By the Samaritan Woman, 
we find the Samaritans believed this/Pro- 
phet or. Meſligh; when he came, would be 
able to reſolve that great-Queſtion,- which 
had been the principal Caufe of Animeft- 
ty between Jaws and Sanlaritunt uiæ. ar 
bout the Plaee of. Werſhip. Which are 
Proof ſufficient, + that -an:'extraordinary * 
Perſon under this Part af his Character 
was expected ſome Ages before the TImat 
pf; gur Saviqur, as well a in his Tinea 
If it be ſaid, that the Perſun defcribed 
by Nabemiab, and the Writer of the Bogk 
of Maccabeor, does not anſwer the Char 
rater which the Erophetg: I have men- 
an sine of their extraordinary Perſon; 
Ss for 
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40 A Defente of the Argument | 
for that David's Perſon was to be a Prince 
and a Prieſt; Malachi's, Lord of the Tem- 
ple, Meſſenger of the Covenant, and a 
Reformer of the Tribe of Levi ; Daniel! 8, 


an Anointed Prince, or Leader of the 


People; Iſaiab's, God's righteous Ser- 
vant, that was to ſuffer for the Iniquities 
of the Fewws, and afterwards to be re- 
'warded for His Sufferings: But not a word 
ſaid by any of them of his prophetical 
Office, tho theſe laſt Writers only ſpeak 

of him under the Prophetical Character: 
The Anſwer is, that Nehemiah and the 
Book of Maccabees mention'd that Part of 
his Character which ſerved their Purpoſes, 
and omitted other Parts which had no 
Relation to the Subject they were upon; 
tho' if the firſt Interpretation of the above- 
mention d Paſſage out of the Mactabees be 
allowed, we have then this extraordinary 
Perſon ſpoken of as a Prince or Leader of 


his People, which well enough agrees with 


the Deſcription David gives of him. "How: 


ever, tis ſufficient for my Purpoſe, if! 


Have fliewn kt neither Nehemiah, nor 
the-Book of Mascubees, ſpeak of an ordi- 
nary Prophet; and yet chat they both 


en of a Perſon whom en Jews 8 
ed; 


F PROPHECY): 4s 
ed; for theſe" two Characters dire us to 
the Perſon deſeribed by the Prophets, and 
confeſſedly expected at the Time when 
our Saviour appeared under that Character. 
For that the Meſſiah wis then expected 


under the Character of a Prophet, or of 


the Prophet, not only by the Samaritans, 
as we have' already ſeen in the Samaritan 
Woman, but alſo by the Jews themſelves, 
is evident from John vi. 14. This is of 4 
truth that "Prophet that ſhould come into the 
world for the Verſe immediately follow- 


ing ſhews they meant the Meſſiah, when 


they called Jeſus that Prophet. 

I agree with this Writer, that it might 
have been ſome Prejudice ag int believing 
that there was a general ExpeRation of a 
Meſſiah much before our Saviour, if no 
notice had been taken of ſuch”; a Perſon by 
a Writer who lived ſo near his Time as 
the Writer of the Book of Maccabees : 
But he muſt prove in a better manner than 
he has hitherto done, that the Place I have 
quoted” may be meant of an ordinary Pro- 
Phet, before he affirms again, that there 
is not the Ieaſt Notion of a Meſſiah to be 
met with'in any of the Apocryphal Books 
that 3 are extant; IT and himſelf muſt allow 
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this Aſſertion of his requires good proof 
ſinee tis well known the Fews. wanted a 
Meſſiah under the Notion of a temporal 

Deliverer in the Time of ſome of the Mac- 
cabee Princes, as much as they did in the 


Time of our Saviour; being as ſeverely 
handled by the Seleucide, particularly by 


Antioc bus Epipbanes, as they had been at 
any time by the Romans before the De- 
ſtruction of their City: And therefore if 


this Writer has hit upon the true Reaſon, | 
- why a Meſſiah was fo much talk'd of when 
our Saviour appeared, we may expect to 


find him in the Book of Maceabees, as 
well as in our Goſpels. 

I have alſo obſerved that the ee 
ee and expected a Meſſiah as well as 
the Fews, If the want of a Perſon to de- 
liver the eus from the Romans, was the 
only Reaſonthey had for expecting a Meſſiah 
about the Time of our Savicur, that 
Reaſon could not have affeded a Samarit an, 


ho yet expected a Meſſiah as well as the 


Jete: For the Samaritans by being under 
the Romans, were freed from a Fewiſh 
Government under which they had been, 
till the Fews were.. conquer'd. 3 No- 
nent: : And tis well known they 3 


— — — 


— een 0 
hated a Jef ſo as their Motive for expect- 
ing a Meſſiah, eould not be their uneaſineſs 
under the Roman Government; becauſe 
they muſt have thought it Happineſs) 
when compared' with Subje&ioi'to: their 
mortal Enemies the Jews 2' Beſides, how 
ſhould they come by the Notion of a MeC- 
fiah, if thete was no ground for it but in 
the Fewiſh Cabala? For they cared not to 
take any ching from a Few, much leſs 
would they take ſuch Traſni from him. 
Theſe matters do certainly want à little 
clearing, before we can fall in with the 
Notion of the Writer of the 'Stheme, viz. 
That all the Ground the Jem had in our 
Saviour's Time for expecting a Meſſiah, was, 
that they wanted ſomebody to deliver them 
ont of the Hands of the Romans; and for 
the Support of ſuch an Expettation they 
are ſuppoſed t to have brought ina new 
of interpreting Books, by the helpof which 
they could find in the Old Prophecies, a 
Meſſiah whomthejrAnceſtors never dreamt 
of, If he means by the word Meſſiah a Tem- 

oral Deliverer, we agree with him: But 
if he means by it, that God had never 
promiſed any Petfon of higher Dignity 
chan any of their ordinary Kings, Prieſts, 


or 
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44 A Defence of the Argument 


or Prophets, we deny it, and think we 


— 


have ſufficiently proved the contrary. - 
If not finding the Title Meſſiah, or 
Chrift, in any of the Apocryphal Writers, 
nor in any of the Prophets I have menti- 
on d, except Daniel, and finding this Title 


. generally, uſed in our Saviour's Time for 


an extraordinary Perſon promiſed by God 
to the Jeuiſb Nation, ſhould occaſion any 
doubt whether the Perſon deſigned by that 
Title was expected by the Jem: before the 
Title was generally appropriated to him, 
which was not long before our Saviour: 

My. Anſwer/1s, that if I have already pro- 
ved the Thing or perſon defigned by that 
Title had a Being in the Old Prophecies, 

the Cauſe of Chriſtianity: would not be. af- 
fected, tho! we could give no Reaſon why 
the Title Meſſiah does not appear to have 
been in general uſe much before our Sa- 
viour's Time: But I am inclined to think 


the uſe of this Title Meſſiah or Chriſt, was 
gradually introduced, and did not come 


to be in general uſe till the Jews, from ob- 


ſerving in the Old Prophecies, and i in the 


Apocryphal. Writings, that | the promiſed 
and expected Perſon, M ſometimes 


Glled a HF or r Governor, 1 2 2. 
Frieſt. | 


from PROPHECY.” 45 
Prieſt, at other times a Prophet, and once 
Meſliah by Daniel; thought this Title of 
Meſſiah (as including all theſe ſeveral 
Titles) would therefore be the fitteſt and 
leaſt ambigubus Name by which they 


might make one another underſtand who 


they were talking or writing of, when 
they meant to ſpeak or write of the! ex⸗ 
pected Perſon. tt Fou 15 

Thus I have proved Groth . Pro 
phecies of Four Prophets, living in different 
Ages, that a Perſon was promiſed by God 
to come among the Jeres; that they all 
ſpeak: of the faine Perſon, or that they 
have ſufficiently diſtinguiſhed him — 
every other Perſon by the extraordinary 
Dignity they aſeribe to him; and by a moſt 
remarkable Alteration that was to ariſe in 


the Eccleſiaſtical State of the Fews when 


he ſnould come. I have alſo proved, that 
the Writers who lived long after their 


Times continued to ſpeak of the ſame 
Perſon. All. this ſure will ſufficiently. 


prove the Exiſtence of a' Meſſiah in the 
Old Teſtament, in the Senſe of tha word 
as received by Chriſtians. 

That their Senſe of the Word i is 1 
ſupported by! the Old * COR! than that 
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26 A Defence: of the Argument 
of thoſe Feroe, who had in our Saviour's 
Time affixed the Idea of a temporal Delt 


verer to it, has been partly: ſeen already, 
nnd will be further proved under the {e- 
cond Head, which is, That Jefus our Meſ- 
fiah anſwered. the Character given by the 
Prophets now mentioned of the Meſſiah; 
and then it muſt be allowed, that he ful- 
filled, inſtead of ne mor toad or the 
Prophets (01977 | 
The firſt Prophet ” bade mbition>1 in 


I Proof of à Meſſiah is Davi4 in Pſalm ex; 
| and we muſt ſee whether me CharaQer of 


our Jeſus will anſwer to the Character Da: 
vil gives bf bis Perſon; and it muſt be 


1 confeſs d. that if weltahs David to fr peak 


without à Figure (tho? Figures are bs 
-uſed in Metrical Books)” he is painting a 
Perfon who carries all defbre him by 
Force or Violence; one that makes Friends 
to himſelf by deflr oying all his Enemies. 
So v. 5, 6. tis faid ef Kimi; Tb Lord at 
ty right band ſpall fivike thro kings in the 
day of bis wrath be ſpall judge among the 
benrben; be fall In the places with the 
dead bodies, and wound the heads oder ma- 
ny countries. It may be phuſibly enough 
faid, that all theſe towring Figures, taken 
from 


fromf'n07KEc . 47 
from a Prince conquemng and trampling 
upon his Enemies, do ittle ſuit the meek 
and quiet Temper of dur Jeſus; who in- 
ſtead of acting offenſively againſt his Ene- 
mies, adviſed his Followers not to reſiſt 
ml but whoever” ſhould ſmite amy of 
hem upon the right Cheek, that they 
ſhould turn to ſuch Smiter $02 * 
alfo, ratherithan {mite again. 
To this we anfwer, That hoPhlegin.of 
à Weſtern Writer will net ſuffer him per- 
Haps to believe, that d many ſtrong Fi- 
gures were only intended to deſeribe the 
gucceſs of a Perſon's Define; and yet it 
we conſider the pro odgionts' Zucceſs of 
Chriſt s Religion in all Nations, it bring- 
ing the World into Subje&ion 1 Chriſt 28 


effectually as any Victory does thoſe whom 
- the Victor overcomes, for it he name af 


Fe ſus every force was to bote, it can be no 


hard Figure fire to reptelent oh, Saviour's 
Succeſs in ſübduing the World to himſelf 


by the common Figure or Simile of a Per- 
ſon conquering his Enemies all around. 
Tis the Succeſs in ſubduing, that is only 
conſidered in this Repreſentation, not the 
Manner by which this Succeſs was brought 

dates vix. whether . Violence, 


Or 


48 A Defence of the Ajgument, 
or by Perſuaſion and Condeſcenſion: For 


if two Cauſes very unlike each other, 

ſuch as Force and Perſuaſion, ſhiould pro- 
duce the ſame Effect, it would be no hard 
Figure to repreſent ſuch an Effect by either 
of thoſe Cauſes. The one operates upon 


the Body, the other upon the Mind; the 


Effect of both is thius far the eme! that 
the Man is conquered: And the Prophet 
might chuſe to repreſent our Saviour's Suc- 
ceſs by: ſuch Figures as denote Force and 
Violence rather than. Perſuaſion, to. ſhew 
us the Certainty of the Succeſs; as we 
know Force or Violence do Merk certain- 
ly ſabdue than Perſuaſion, ;.. eg 
The Writer: of the Scheme (Elon urge 
the Authority of the Fera, w who interpre: 
ted this and like Places literally of a con 
quering Meſliah, hecauſe he docs nor allow 
them to have any; Skill or Knowledge i in 
interpreting an Author. And they a are 
indeed to be little regarded i in this Caſe, 


becauſe being uneaſy under the Roman 


Voke, himſelf acknowledges they wiſhed 
for a Deliverer, and interpreted as they 


wiſh'd ; and we know they were always 


copfounded, when any Places of the Pro- 
het that deſcribed me low Eſtate of the 
Meſſiah | 


ACCESS an Dn 
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n were objected to them, and were 


forced to have rede to a double Meſſiah, 
the one miſerable, che other triumphant: : 


Whereas tis well known Both theſe Cha- 
racters were well united in the Perſon of 
our bleſſed Lord. 7 

Beſides, if Chriſtians. nee 420 
unqueftionably believe that all will be ſpi- 
ritual in the Kingdom of Heaven, do yet 
repreſent the Happineſs of that State un- 
der the corporeal Ideas of a White Stone, 
White : Garments, of Palm Branches raff 
down at the feet of the Luuib, we may 
ſurely with more reaſons believe that-the 
Prophets' might ſerve themſelves of füch 
Sas. of Expreſſibns, or uſe ſuch corporeal 
Figures in'fpedking of the ſpiritual Reipri 
of the Meſſiah; ind therefore may fairly 
give ſueli 4 ſpiritual Senſe to thei/ Expreſ- 
ſions, eſpeeially as we know the Style of 
the Prophets abounded in Figures: And 
they might chuſe to feteh their Images 
from the Kingdoms of this World, wen 
they were deſcribing the ſpiritual King- 
dom ef the Meſſiah, for the fame Reaſon 
as out Evangeliſts ſpeak to us of à Crown 
and Sceptre; and ſitting upon Thrones, to 


E make 
* Rev. ii, 17. iii. 4, f. vil 9, IT, 
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make: a more moving Picture of the Joys 
of Heaven; as;'tis well known: the Heart 
of Man is more apt to be moved * a ſen- 
ſible Happineſs... : | 

But what is, ſtill more, Tut ITY may 
further confirm us in believing that the 
figurative Senſe we have given to the Pſal- 


miſt's Words was his true Senſe and Mean- 


ing, is, that other Part of Meſſiah's Cha- 
racter, which ſays of him that he ſoulil be 
A Prieſt for euer after the Order of Melcbi- 
\fedeeF* For the Character of a Prieſt of 
\God-ts: -welkknown to be the Character of 
ane who. was: to: go between God and 
Man, and to hleſs the People; not of one 
that was to ufe Force and Violence towards 
them: And therefore the Prieſt making a 
Part of the Character of David's Lord or 
Prince, we have reaſon to give ſuch an In- 
terpretation of his princely Character, as 
may be confiſtent with his Character of be- 


ing God's Prieſt; eſpecially as we are ſure 


that the ſacred Hiſtorian, who ſpeaks of 
this Nelchiſedec ; and whom the Prophet 
muſt probably have in view; ſays nothing 
of his princely Character, but what is ve- 
** e with chat of the Prieſt: On 


. Pfatm . thu Xiv. 18. 
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from ProPHECY, ns 


the contrary, we have Reaſon to believe of 
this Prieſt of the moſt High God, from 
the * Name given him and his City by the 
ſacred Hiſtorian, that he was one who was 
wont to render Juſtice to his Subjects, and 
to live at peace with all his Neighbours; 
as *tis well knodn that in thoſe antient 
Times, Names were oftentimes given to 


perſons on account of ſome extraordinary 


Qualities for which ey became remirk- 
able. P10 3c mt 
The Caſe chen being this: that two Chaz 
racters, perfectly inconfiſtent with each 

other; are! aſcribed to the ſame Perſon by 
the Pſalmiſt, if we take his Words in a 
literal Senſe; but if in a figurative one; 
are very well conſiſtent and agreeable: 
what Rules of Criticiſm, in determining 
the Senſe or Meaning of any Author, ſhall 
oblige us to ſuppoſe the Writer intended 
to contradict himſelf? For I think no one 
can doubt, whether the Character of a 
great Prince, like Alexander, over- running 
the World with his Conqueſts, and the 
Character of a Prieſt of God, be not Cha- 
tacters perfectly inconſiſtent with each 
other; and that David did on purpoſe 2 
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32 A Defence of. 725 W | 
the prieſtly Part of Meſſiah's Character to 


the princely one, to prevent all thoſe who 
ſhould read this Pſalm from miſtaking His 
Meaning. Conſequently the Character 
given of the Meſſiah by David in this exth 
Pſalm, was not Reaſon. ſufficient for the 


Ferit expecting a great Kontuerar,; or a 


cg n . in him. 


The next Prophet I — in Proof ot 
a a Meſſiah was Malachi, in the third Chap- 
ter. Tis obſerved by the Writer of the 
Scheme, & c. that the Perſon deſcribed by 


Malachi is repreſented as ont that was to 


come ſuddenly, that is, immediately af- 
ter the Delivery of this Prophecy; that 


he is ſtiled the: Mæſſenger of the Covenant, 
and the Prophet muſt mean the Fewiſb'or 


Moſaic Covenant; that he was to purify the 
Sons of Levi, and this in order to their 
duly- performing the ZFewiſh Ceremonies as 
of old. But this Deſcription is wholly 
inconſiſtent with the Character and De- 


figus of our Jeſus, who came to deſtroy 


the Jewiſb Prieſthood, inſtead of purify- 
ing or reforming it; and did not come till 
near 300 Years after the * Time of 


me Prophet. 


{© * +4 4 »* + 1 In 
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From PROPHECY. 53 


In Anfwer to all this, I have already 


ſhewn, that. Malachi could: not mean the 
Jewiſb Covenant, when he ſaid this Perſon 
was to be a Meſſenger of the Covenant; nor 


that he would purify or reform the Soi 
of Levi, if we ſpeak accurately: And I 


found this out by taking the Method which 
this Author ſo: often recommends, of obs 


| ſerving the Connection in any Writing, in 


order to find out the true Meaning of the 
Writer; and I found that the ſacrificing to 
God in a Parts of the World was con- 
nected with the Lord of the Temple's pu- 
1 the Sons of Levi; and therefore 

I judged the Prophet —_ not mear-that 
this Meſſenger was in a literal Senſe to pu- 
rify or reform the Sons of Levi, ' becauſe 
that would have been inconſiſtent with 
what he had juſt before aid, vis. that 
God would be facrificed to in all Places, 
as well as in Fudea; which the Prophet 


knew could not be, * the eee Pricit« : 


hood ſubſiſted. 


As to the Obje ain a Fo ls 


word Anlonh 1-95 if it muſt neceffarily be 
underſtood to refer to the Time in which 


the Prophet lived, and delivered this Pro- 


PhecFy z the Anſwer. is, That as two Med 
E 3 ſengers 
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ſengers are mefition'd, a firſt and/a-ſecond, 
the coming ſuddenly of the ſeacnd Meſ. 


ſenger may as well be meant to regard the 


Time of the firſt Meſſenger's coming, 
which is the immediate Antecedent, as the 


Time ſof the Prophet who delivered this 


Prophecy: And Grotius, whom this Wri- 
ter often appeals to, is of this Opinion. 
But he thinks our Jeſus could not anſwer 
the Character af Malacbi's Meſſiah, be- 
cauſe his was to be the Delight of the 
Jeu, and a Perſon fought after by them: 
Whereas the Chriſtians Meſſiah came to 
put an end to all the old Ordinances, and 
to the Covenant made with ä Levi; and 


therefore could not be the Delight of a 


Jem. The Anſwer to this is, That if he 
means he was not the Delight of thoſe cut 


who were for crucifying him, that is cer- 


tainly true: but if he means that there 
were no Fetws, or very few, that delighted 
in him, that is contradicted by the Ac- 
count we have of great Multitudes of 
Feros that followed him, and hearkned to 
his Doctrine; inſomuch that we find twas 
the High-Prieſt's Opinion, that if they 

did not quickly get rid of him, it would 


1 late; as we may ſee John xi. 49. 
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From PROPHECY. 55 


The great numbers too'of Jews converted 
to Chriſtianity ſoon after his Crucifixion, | 
was Reaſon' enough for the Prophet Ma- 
lachi's calling him '{ Perſon whom the 
Jews delighted i in. Thus then it appears, 
that our Jeſus, who invited Gentiles as well 
as Jews into his Religion, did literally 
fulfil what Malachi had Jong before fore- 
told of the Meſſiah; and alſo that Mulch; 
ſays nothing of che Meſſiah, but what a- 
grees well to the Character of our Jeſus; 3 
nothing that could give the Jewr any rea; 
ſonable Hopes of firiding'a temporal = 
liverer in him when he dame; altho“ 

allow'd, that a Meal" ufder that Obe. 
racter would have been the Delight of, 
and wis' th fact deſired By, Numbers of 
Fews at the Time our Saviour appeared; 4 
becauſe 'tis as certain à Fact, that great 
Numbers of Jett did adhere to a ſuffer- 
ing Meſſiah, and it cannor be denied that 


all bo Fews delighted" R 


” ; - 
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The next Prophet I mention'd” wi DA. 
iel; and as Daniel ſpeaks to the Time 
when the Meſſiah was to dome, ve Have 
only to ſee" whether rhe coming of our 
Meſſiah wilk anſwer to the Timewhich the 

#741 E 4 Prophet 
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56 A Defeuee of che Argent 
Prophet ſets for the, coming of his Mefi- 
ah: But as the Writer of che Scheme en- 
deavours to make the ſeventy Weeks ex- 
pire long before our Savi jour was, born, I 
will firſt ſhew that his Account of Daniels 
Weeks, which makes them end with Ju- 
das Maccabeus, does not agree with what 
Daniel lays of his Weeks. The Words of 
Daniel are: nau and underſtand; that. 
From, the going forth of the, Commandment. 
zo. reflore ang to. build, or as the Vulgate 
renders it, 20 "rebuild Feruſalem, unto Meaſſi- 
ab; the Prince, Hall le ſeven weeks, and 
Axty two; weeks, and the ftreet. ſpall be built 
again, and the walleven in troublous timet; 
and after. ſarty ti weeks ſball Meſſiah be 
cut . Tis agreed by this Author, as 
well as all. others, that theſe Weeks are 
Weeks of Years] ſo as, the ſeven Weeks 
make forty, nine Years, and the ſixty. two 
Weeks four hundred thirty four Years, in 
all oe hundred. eighty three Years... In 
order to make theſe Weeks fall within the 
Compaſs, of Time in which Judas Macca- 
beus be , 155 ale ko: chte, w- 
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From PROPHECY, $7 
Aire d Abe Promiſe *; by the Help | 
of this he would remove the Beginning 
of theſe Weeks as far back as the fourth of 
Feboiakim, when a divine Prediction or 
Promiſe went out from God by the Pro- 


phet Jeremy, chap. xxv. 9. 


zy, That theſe two Parcels of lan | 
vis, ſeven Weeks or 49: Years, and 62 
Weeks or 434 Years, have both the ſame 
Epocha ; that is, the 62 Weeks are not a 


Continuation of the ſeven Weeks, but be- 


gin at the fame time as the ſeven Weeks: 
If both theſe be falſe, this Author's Scheme 
for making\Fudas Maccabeus the Meſſiah 
of Daniel, will not be confiſtent with what 
the Prophet fays of the Time when Meſ- 
ſiah was to come, and to be cut off. : 


"As to the firſt ft theſe, the pig | 


| Word here uſed for Commandment i is Da: 


bar; and this Word is uſed 2 Chron, xxxi. 
, 4 for the Commandment of A King, vi. 
Hezekiah : and in both Places the LXX | 
tranſlate the Hebrew word by the Game. | 
Greek word Abe; conſequently all that 
is built upon this Allertion muſt be ground-. 
lefs; and therefore his removing the Be- 
ginning of Daniel's Weeks fo far back as 


th 


Scheme, . 177: 
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53 A Defence of the. Argument 
the fourth of Feboiakim, is forming an 


Hypotheſis merely to ſerve the Purpoſes: 


of his Mefliah Judas Maccabeus, Which 
will ſtill appear more plainly, if we ſhow 
that his making the ſeven Weeks and the 
62 Weeks to commence from the ſame Be- 
ginning, could not be Daniel's Meaning. 
Tho we at preſent read both in the He- 
brew and Greek, After ſixty tu Weeks ſhall 


 Meſfrab be cut of; yet we are ſure that A- 


quila, who had the Character of a very ac- 


_ curate Tranſlator, read it in the Hebrew 


of his Time, After ſeven Weeks and ſixty 
two Weeks ſball Meſſiah be cut off. We 
know too that Symmachus found it ſo in 
the Hebrew Copy he made uſe of; for both. 
their Tranſlations of this Verſe are ſtill 


preſerved: in Euſebius s Demon ſtratio Even- 
gelica . And tis well known, that nei- 


ther of 'thele two Perſons. had any Incli- 
nation to favour Chriſtianity : The firſt. i is. 
ſuppoſed to be employed by the Fews to 


e 


make a more literal Tranllaton of the. 


Old Teſtament than that of the LXX. 
which was uſed by the Chriſtians in the 
Diſputes they had with the Jews. And. 


we know that the. Fews ſince our Saviour 


have 
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** * 1 
© - © 
* 


"#4. . 0. 2. 


From PROPHECY.' 59 


have been for ſhortning, inſtead; of length- | 
ning, the Time between their Return from 
Captivity and the Appearance of our Sa- 
viour, in order to hinder People from 
knowing when the Meſſiah was to appear, 
or whether the Time was yet come; for 
which Reaſon ſome of them make the Per- 
ſian Monarchy not to laſt above fifty two 
Years after Cyrus *, Conſequently here 
can be no Reaſon for ſuſpe&ing that theſe 
Perſons would have lengthen'd the Time, 
or tranſlated this Verſe as they did, if they | 
had not found it ſo in the 7 Copies 
from which they made their Tranſlation. 
And then it will do him no Service to ob- 
ſerve from Harduin||;that according to the 
Vulgate Tranſlation, the ſeventy Weeks are 
ſaid to be abbreviated or ſhorten'd, ſo as 
ſeven Weeks and ſixty two Weeks ſhall in 
all make but ſixty two Weeks, not ſixty 
nine Weeks, as one would gueſs, becauſe 
they are ſnortned Weeks; and then by his 
own Account, ſixty nine Weeks muſt go 
beyond the Time of Judas Maccabeuc, 
and . he cannot be A $ won 
Having 


'#® Newton's Chronol. þ. 3575 358. 
li Scheme, p. 175.. 


T & 4 Defence F the. Argumant 
Having ſhewn that his Meſſiah is out of 
the Queſtion, let us ſee what he objects 


| againſt our Chriſtian Meſſiah. I ſhall not 
take notice of fuch ObjeQions as are al- 
5 ready anſwer' d, in deſtroying his H Hypo- 

| theſis of Judas Maccabens, His Objedi- 

| ons are either, 1ſt, That the gth eee 
| of Daniel does not favour the Pretenfions . 
| of our Chriſtian Meſſiah; or if it does, 


—_— _—— 


that it proves nothing, becauſe the Bock 
Vue have under the Name of Daniel is net 
bol ſufficient Authority to determine any 
5 thing 1 in this u enen a Meſ- 
ſiah. 
Ass to the felt. he fp 8 * that if this Pro- 
phecy of Daniel had bois thought to re- 
late to the Meſſiah in our Saviour's Time, 
| they could never have been of Opinion, as 
ik they were, that the Meſſiah was never to 
| dye, nor the Diſciples + be. offended at Je- 
ſius when he talk'd of his Sufferings. They 
| could not, as they did, loſe Hope of his 
being the Meſſiah when they ſaw him ſuf- 
fer and dye, if they had thought Daniel 
MNeſſiah to be the Meſſiah; becauſe Daniel 
ſays plainly of his Meſſiah, that be was to 
| be cut of, or ſlain. 
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From PROPHECY: 61 


If there was any thing in this Argument, 
it would prove that the 33d of Iſaiab was 
not underſtood of the Meſſiah by the Ferns 
in our Saviour's Time; and yet we are 
ſure it was underſtood of him; fbr St. 
Matthew x applies this Chapter to Jeſus as 
the Chriſt : Thar it might be fulfilled whith 
79 ſpoken by Tſaiab the prophet, ſaying, 
Himſelf tod our infirmities,, and bare our 
fickneſſes.” Sd St. Matt ꝓ̃ ſays; chat when 
our Saviour died as à Malefactor, the 
ſcripture was fulßlled, which ſays, He was 
number'd with the tranſprtſſors « which 
Words are found in this Chapter of Iſaiah. 
If thoſe Fews- who thought the Meſſiah 
was never to die, could overlook the ſuf. 
fering State of Meſſiah, as deſcribed in 
Jſaiab ; why might they not overlook this 
Paſſage i in Daniel, and yet believe it con- 

cerned the Meſſiah? The Truth is, their 


Heads were filled with the Deſeriptions Uf 
Neſbah's King- 


the eternal Duration of- 
dom, and overlook'd thoſe Places in the 


Ptophets which ſpake of his Suſſerings, as J 


previous to his Entry into his Kingdom. 
When I mention Matthew and Mx mh," I 


only bring them to vouch a Matter of Fa& 


- in 
* Matth. viii. 17. 8 + Mark xv. 28. 5 


f 
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in their own Time, vis. that the Fews 
did then apply the 53d Chapter of Trial 
to o the Meſſiah. 

He ſays farther 85 That neither Jeſus, 
nor his Apoſtles or Evangeliſts, when 
they came to be convinced that Jeſus was 
the Meſſiah, ever cite this Prophecy to the 


Purpoſe, of the Meſſiah's Death. We 
cannot indeed ſay that our Saviour, or the 


Evangeliſts, quoted Daniel by Name, for 
a Proof that the Meſſiah was to be cut off; 
but this we know, that they ſay the Suf. 
ferings of Chriſt, or the Meſſiah, were 
predicted by the Prophets; and why may 
not Daniel put in for one of thoſe Pro- 
phets ? It was not, as we find by the E- 
vangeliſts, the conſtant Uſage at that 


Time to name the particular Prophet they 


quoted from; but ſometimes it was the 
Prophet without a Name, another time 


the Prophets, without telling us which of 


them, or whether all of them: But by St. 
Like \|, we find more than one of the Pro- 


phets had predicted the Sufferings of the 
| Meſſiah. We know Iſaiah and Daniel 


have writ of them; and this Author may 
name another, if he has no mind that Da- 
5 | niel's 
Scheme, þ. 199. - | Luke xviii. 31. 
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From PRO PHE ov. „ 
mel's Prophecy ſhould be intended by Je- 
ſus, when he ſays the Sufferings of 50 
Meſliah, were foretold by the Prophets. 
That this Paſſage of Daniel which men- 
tions the cutting off Meſſiah does not mean 
the Meſſiah, is farther confirmed by. the 
old Greek Fathers, none of which, he ſays 
from Harduin, have applied this cutting 
M to Jeſus, or underſtood. i it to mean him, 
nor any of the Latin Fathers 7. That 
the old Greek. Fathers did apply to our 
Lord what Daniel ſays of the Time when 
his Meſſiah. was to come, we know from 
Africanus, an old Greek Father, -and others, 
And if Euſebius and Ferom have given us 
a true Account of Africanus, he muſt have 
underſtood the cutting. off Daniel's Meſſiah 
to mean the cutting off the bleſſed Jeſus: 
F or according to them he laboured to 
prove, that the ſeventy Weeks did end the 
Tear our Saviour ſuffered, or was cut off, 
viz, the 16th of Tiberius +, in his way of 
thinking. But to what purpoſe could he 
have troubled himſelf in proving, that our 
Saviour ſuffered before the ſeventy Weeks 
Vere expired, if he had ae the cut- 


gies. Scheme, p. 184. 


+ Euſeb. Demonſt. Evang. lib. 8. c. 2. Jerom n Da- 
nie) . 


% Fathers had mei it Me 
have applied the cutring of to the ſame 
Perſon, whoſe Coming was juſt before men- 
tion'd. And as to Ae old Latin Fathers, 
every one knows the Tranſlation they uſed 
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ting off Daniel's Meſſiah, which was in- 
Aeed to fall out within the ſeverity Weeks, 
had nothing to do with our Savidur's Par. 
ſion. If ſome others of the Greek Fa- 
chers did not apply the cutting off Meſſi- 


| ji ah to our Saviour, it was becauſe Thebdo- 
in's Tranflation of the Book of Daniel, 


which the Greek Fathers uſed, did not 


A 1 read Meffiah "ball be cut of, but Union 


hall be cut off or aboliſhed. But we know 


both Agile and Hymer but read Meſſiab 


or Anvinted 8 not U. ncrion: and if chofe 
4b, they muſt 


Was made from the Greek Verſion in Ufe 


in their Times, till the Time of Ferom ; 


and that St. Jerom, who was a Scholat, 
and cobld read our ſacted Books i in the 


original Hebrew, as well as in tlie vulgar 
Tranſlations, applied the cutting off 4. 


Hers Meſſiah to our Jeſus,” | i 


But ſuppoſing this Chapter iri Daniel wis 
underſtood by theFerws and Brian, in and 
25 our — * _—_— MER he 


At fays 


* Aquila as, 5 2 not Neil. 


ND 


hin PAOPHEOV: |. | 65 
fays it can be of no Service. 40, the Chri- 
ſtian Meſſiah, becauſe the Commandment | 
in the 25th Verſe. being, according to the 
Hebrew,” a Commandment. to. return from 
Captivity, this pins down. the Epocha of 
the ſeventy Weeks to Cyrus's s Decree *; and 
then by eyery way: of Computation, the 
ſeventy Weeks mult be expired ſome time 
before even the Birth of our Jeſus, tho 
Daniels Meſſiah was not only to come, but 
to be cut off before the Expiration of the 
ſeventy Weeks... But as this Author knew, 
that neither the Greek nor the Latin did 
favour his Interpretation, ſo he might 
have known that the Hebrew + Word, on 
which the whole Force of his Argument 
reſts, when placed. before another Verb, 
does in many Places of the Old Teſta- 
ment ſignify nothing more than a repeat- 
ing the! Action of that Verb, and may 
therefore: be well tranſlated by the word 
Again; as particularly Pſalm Exxy. 7. 
Zech. V. 1. compared with Zech. ii. . 
And therefore unleſs he can give a Reaſon 
why it cannot be ſo underſtood in Dania), 
he muſt be allowed to affirm without pre- 
| Ing, When he ſaid that this Hebrew word 
* 255 did 


C Scheme, p. 193. 
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did pin down the 'Epocha n the Com 
mandineht to ces Perce 
He ſays further, That we Garnet be. 


gin our Computation of Daniels Weeks 


from any Decree in the Keign of Arta 
xerxes, becauſe then the Pfophet could 
have known nothing Himſelf of the Time 
when the ping A 06 eto begin ot 
end: And yet che Angel pids him Know 
and 5 8 1 5 That 1. feerrs' to be ab. 
Turd to bid A Man underſtand) "that from 
dhe coming out of an Edie” Which he 
ſheuld never live to ſee; or Ktiow any thihg 
of the Fig wh Edict it ſhould be, to 
ſome Certain Perfdn, ſhotflid be ſo many 
Weeks: Our! Anſwer to his is That Pro. 
Phecies Were Meffages; M And therefore, 25 
fach, it Wes hotel” for the Frophet to 
know ſo mech ef his Meſſage, asto be able to 
Cotivey it to fle Peoplep ſuch as he _ 
Wed it, which would bewelienough un. 
Aerſtood bylallſuch ab were in being when 
the Edidtdhoul / be publiſhed. For Pro- 
Pheries were given more for the ſake of 
he People tllum that of che Prophet: He 
ee ne ene by God far 


275 e do chel People z and 


no 
* Scheme, . ms D 15 i * 


| why Chriſtjans can receive no Benefit from 
this Prophecy; bur as they ſeem to me 


e pr EAI * 57 
no was ſuppoſes that the! Prophet, any 
more than the People, did always perfett- 
ly underſtand the Prophecies at the time 
of their Delivery. And/ if the Angel 
bids Daniel: know and underſtand, we are 
not obliged to undlerſfunil any more by 


this Expreſſion, than that he ſhould» be 
very attentive to what he was going to de · 


liver to him, (as it was /a Matter of gteat 


Importance to his People) that he might 


be better able to relate it exactly to them, 
whereby ſueh of them as ſfiduld live ar the 
Time when the Edict for rebuilding Feiu- 

ſalt came out, might better know than 
they did at preſent, when to begin the 


3 of the Every)” Weeks of this 


vnd 2410 1 1578 


Prophecy? 
There 3 other Rexfors he gives, 


leſs weighty chan thoſe I have already con- 
fider'd, I ſhall paſs them over; eſpecially 


as himfelf ſeems to /ſuſpect the Strength 


of them, and therefore Wifely declines be- 


ing judged by the Book of n (Bu a 
Book of no; Authority | 
Let us ſee for what Reaſons he, 1 


Br Authority. But before L his 


n 8 | Reaſons 
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68 A Defence of the Argument | | 
Reaſons againſt its Authority, it may not 
be amiſs to ſhow, why we receive it as a 
ſacred Book, or à Book writ by the Pro- 
phet Daniel. We think that the Reception 
which the Jews always gave to this Book, 
bl who were the beſt Judges whether it was 
1 their Countryman Daniel's or not, does 
5 ſufficiently juſtify us in receiving it as his, 
unleſs we find any thing in the Book that 
will not agree to the Time when Daniel }}| : 
lived. We receive it upon the ſame foot | 
as we receive the other Books of Scripture, 
vi. becauſe the whole Nation or People | 
of the Fews, for any thing that appears to 
the contrary, believed it to be his; and 
we know of no body before Porphyry, that 
. ever queſtion di its being writ by Daniel; 
and che only Reaſon he gave, was the 
I. Clearneſs of ſome Prophecies. But ſure 
ſtzhe Fews, who had ſeen Prophets in abun- 
dance, were as capable Judges of the Na- 
ture of Prophecy, what Degree of Clear- 
neſs was conſiſtent with it, what not, as 
. Porphyry. The Writer of the Scheme too 
is poſitive, that the Book called Daniel 
muſt have been writ ſince the Tinie of 
N Wi becauſe it ſpeaks 
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from PROPHECY... 6g: 


plainly of that Prince: And yet who 
knows” not; that Joſephut * ſays Daniel 


ſpake plainly of the Romans, and of the 


great Deſolation they would bring upon 
the Jewiſh People. But neither he, nor 
any one elſe, ever thought that the Book 
of Daniel was writ ſince the Deſtruction 
of Jeruſalem by the Romans. Hard ſure 
is the Fate of our Scripture Prophets. If 
we find in their Writings any plain Pre- 
diction of ſomething to come, then ſuch 
Prediction muſt have been written after 
the Event predicted was fulfilled: If the 
Prediction be not very plain, then they 
meant nothing future, nor can you draw 
any thing of Futurity from their Words, 
in any other way than that of a Typical 
or Cabbaliſtical Application of them. 
Would it not have been better to tell us 
plainly, that the Prediction of future E- 
vents is, in the Nature on Wen polls 
ble i n A 

To talave 8 the e 4 
external: Evidence which we have for the 
Authority of the Book of Daniel, there 
muſt be ſome plain Inconſiſtencies with 
che ſuppoſed Time of Daniel, to be met 
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Go 4 | Defence of the Argument 


with in this Book, before we can fairly 


rob Daniel of it. Some Affinity between 
two or three Chaldee Words in Daniel, and 
fome Greek Words, cannot be ſufficient; | 
becauſe, as Grotjus' obſetves, many and 
large Colonies of Greeks had removed in- 


to Aſia before: the Time of Daniel, and 


muſt have diſperſed Greek Words into all 
thoſe Parts where they came; and Chal- 
den, which had been the Seat of Empire, 


could not be without its Share of them. 


But this Writer * gives us ſeveral Reaſons 


for believing that the Book of Daniel was 


not in ſo much Requeſt with the Jes, as 
the Books of the other Prophets; and if 
this be Fact, whence can it ariſe but from 
this, that they themſelves were doubtful 
as to the Authenticity of this Book, or of 
its being compoſed by Daniel? So the 
Writer öf the Bock of Erccleſtaſticus, in 
the 49th Chapter, where he gives us a, 


Liſt of Prophet Authors and not Prophet 


Authors, when he comes to the Prophet 


Authors he takes no notice of Daniel from 
thence tis concluded, that the Bock of 


Daniel did not paſs for the Book of a Pro- 
phet, when ches Writer of Fcclefiafticus 


hved. N * 
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from. PRO HET. 71 
But BY Silence of this Writer with re- 
gird to Daniel, cannot he a ſufficient Rea- 
ſon for our rejecting the Book of Dania, 
becauſe this Writer takes no notice of Da- 
vid as a Prophet, or as an Author or Wrir - 
ter of Pxgphecies 3 and yet no one doubts 
whether David was a Prophet, or whether 
he writ-Prophecies: therefore nothing can 
be certainly inferred from this Silence of 
the Author of the Book of Eccleſſaſticus to 
the Prejudice, of. the Book of Daniel. 
But another Reaſon is given, why the 
Authority of the Book of Daniel ought to 
be ſuſpeRed, xhich is, that the Fews had 
no Chaldee Paraphraſes upon the Book of 
Daniel, as, they, had upon all the other 
Prophetical Bo oks.*.. In Anſwer to this, 
think there 10 a plain Reaſon why they 
had none, and which the Writer of the 
Scheme helps, me. to, which is, that a a great 
Part of Daniel was writ in the Style of 
the old. Chaldes Paraphraſes ; and then 
what Occaſion. for any Chaldee Paraphraſe 
far all that Part, of the Book of Daniel? as 
we have. no: Chaldee Paraphraſe on the 
Book of Ezra. for the ſame Reaſon : But 
if the intent vid Caen; which 
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72 4 Defence of the Argument 
| give us the Portions of "Scripture that 
were to be read on every Sabbath-day 
throughout the Year, were ſueh as they 
now uſe, Daniel was not uſually read in 
their Synagogues, and ſo no want of a 
Chaldee Paraphraſe for even the Hebrew 
Part of Daniel. For Chaldee Interpreta- 
tions did certainly take place when the 
Fewiſh Doctors found the People did not 
underſtand them, if they read a Leſſon to 
them in the Hebrew Tongue; and there- 
fore were under a Neceſſity e of giving their 
People the Senſe of the Leſſon in a Lan- 
guage which they did underſtand, But 
then it will be ſaid, that their not reading 
Daniel in the annual Courſe, as they 0 
the other Prophets, is an Argument that 
they were not ſo well perſuaded of 
the Authentickneſs of the Book of Daniel, 
as they were of the . 'Prophetical 
Books, pou ig 
In order to give an Ropes: to this, we 
muſt give an Account of the Riſe of theſe 
Lections out of the Prophets on their Sab. 
bath-day s. The Account which the Learn- 
ed give 7 this Matter is this: That the 
ewws after their Return from Babylon were 
wont to read every Sabbath-day a Leſſon 


gut 


| from PROPHECY. 73 
out of the Book of the Law, which was 
divided into 54 Sections for every Sabbath 
in the Tear; and which continu'd till the 
Perſecution of che Fews under Antiochus 
Epiphanes, who made it Capital for any 
Few to have the Bock of the Law found. 
upon him *. Upon this Occaſion the Fews 
drew out of their Archives the Books con- 
taining the Hiſtories of the Jewiſb Affairs 
from the Death of their Lawgiver Moſes -|| 

(whoſe Books they were forbid to read) || 
down to the Captivity, together with ſome |{} 
Books of their Prophets; and read out of 
theſe hiſtorical and prophetical Books ſuch 
Parts as had the neareſt Relation to the 
Matter treated of in that Section of the 
Law which they had been wont to read 
for the Day. After they were reſtored to 
the Liberty of reading the Law in pub- 
lick, they did not leave off reading their 
| Haprbarorb, or Prophetical Lections, but 
joined them to a Section of the Law, as 
we do a Chapter of the New Teſtament 
to one in the Old. This Uſage of the 
Ferwws occaſion'd the dividing of their ſa- 
cred Books into three ſorts, vis. the Law 
and the Prophets, which were read in 


their | 


: „ 1 Maccab. i. 60. 


74 A Defence af the Argument 

their Synagogues; and the Pſalms, or 
| Books. called afterward Chetubim or Hagio- 
grapba, which were mot read in their Sy- 
nagogues in the annual Courſe. In the 
Langvage of the Synagogue, all thoſe 
Books, and thoſe Books only Which had 
been ſubſtituted in the Place of the Law, 
when they were forbid to read it, were 
called the Prophets z and the other Books, 
which were not publickly read in their 


1 Synagogues; were put into the third Rank 
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of the ſacred Books: By which means 
we find, that Books merely Hiſtorical came 
under the Denomination of Prophets, on- 
Jy becauſe they were wont to be read in 
their Synagogues, and all the Books of the 
third Rank (tho ſome of them were cer- 
tainly Prophetical) under that of Hagio- 
grapha. Fot tis certain that the Jerer, 
who, made this Diſtindiion in their Books 
of. Seripture, acknowledg'd the Authors 
of ſome Books that were put into the third 
Rank to have been great Prophets. We 
are ſure Foſepbus,” who was a Prieſt, and 
a Man of Knowledge, ſpeaks of the Au- 
thor of the Book of Daniel, as of a great 
c: pth *: And it cannot be doubted, 
; L that 
.. : - WY 
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that he ae e the Senſe of his Brethren at 


hat Time. But: the Rule which the San- 
drim ſeems to have gone by in the Choice 
of Leſſons, was the taking ſuch Parts of 
Scripture as were moſt ſuitable to the Se- 
gion that had been read out off the Law, 
without intending by this to give any Pre- 
ference © to Me Book of Scripture before 
another, (always excepting their Books of 
the Law); and therefore ſuppoſing the 
Book of Daniel not to have been ever 


read in their Synagogues in the annual | | 


_ Courſe, it would not follow that the Fee 
ever had any Doubts about its Authority. 


Beſides, if their not reading it in the 


e Courſe would prove it to be of leſs 
Authority than the Books of the other 
Prophets, we might by the ſame way of 
Reaſoning: prove, that the Church of Eng · 
land has a leſs Opinion of the two Books 
of Chronicles, | the Song of Solomon, and 
the Revelation if St. Jahn, than it has of 
the Bock of Tobit, he Hiſtory of Suſannab, 
Bel and the Dragon; becauſe it orders the 
reading the laſt Books in the annual Courſe 
of Leſſons, not the firſt ; and yet we know 
the Church of England looks upon the firſt 
as Canonical and Inſpired Books, the laſt 


= Defence of the Argument | 
as Apocryphal or Uncanonieal. If it were 
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Fccleſi aflicus lived in the Times of Antio- 
chunt Epiphanes, I ſhould thin it very pro- 
bable that it was for this Reaſon too, vis. 
(becauſe the Book of Daniel and the Pſalms 
of David were not read in the annual 
Courſe) that he takes no notice of Daniel 
or David as Prophet-Authors, when he is 
enumerating the other Prophets that writ 
Books of Prophecies. 

I cannot underſtand why the Author of 
the Scheme, &ec. ſays * It does not appear 
that the: Book of Daniel uses tranſlated in- 
to Greek when the other Books of the Old 
Teftament were, which are attributed tothe 
LXX; the preſent Greek Verſion of Da- 
mel being taken from Theodotion's Tran- 
flation of the Old Teſtament, which was 
made inthe ſecond Cemtury of Chriſt. For 
he knows very well, — St. Jerom, who 
informed him that the Church made uſe 
of Theodotion's Verſion in the Book of Da- 
niel, does at the fame time tell him, that 
there was an old Tranſlation of that Book 
made by the LXX ; but that the Church 
Ae no wand brarkk It, becqule It did not a+ 
I | 1 gree 
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certain, that the Author of the Bock of . 
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from PROPHECY. 8 


gree well with the Original: For if a 
Greek Tranſlation of Daniel could paſs in 
St. Ferom's Time for a Verſion of the LXX, 
it muſt ſure have been a pretty old Tran- 
ſlation. St. Ferom too in his Preface to his 
Commentary on Daniel mentions Origen, 
as having corre&ed the Vulgate or LXX 
Edition by the Help of Theodotion's Tran- 
Nation of ow Book of Daniel. If in Ori- 


— 


gen's Time, who was not long after Thea. 


dation, there was à Tranſlation. of the 
Book of Daniel which paſſed for the Work 
of the LXX, why does he endeavour to 
lead his Reader into a Belief, that there 
was no Tranſlation of the Book of Daniel 
into Greek before that of Theodation, or 
before the ſecond Century after Chriſt. 
His Intention perhaps might de to make 


his Reader believe, that the Alexandrian 


Fews muſt have look'd upon this Book as 


none of Daniel's, ſince they had not 
thought it worthy of a Tranſlation; as he 


brings the want of a Chaldee Verſion .of 


the Book of Daniel, for an Argument. of 
| the little Confideration the Faleftine Fews 
Had for this Book. | 


He has another e Naa for 
ſuſpeding the Book of Daniel to 5 none 


: A F I 4 3 — Eo - — — — — . — SIE — — — — — -- 
— — —ͤ— e—: 1 Sb, eb . 8 rs 

7 4 — — — CT — — - — — N . 9 pr PORT Gena” a” 2 * : 922 N W 
TP TIRE — oo — . 8 „ —B 2 —— — RON | Gas an ta 

. Miu = Dp gf — — — - - He. 0 — _ CE Bs he 7 ”* r yy — — ; a — — —_— _—_ — — ” < _— ” — i 

s TIP. ” 2 4 nf 5 CUE Rae SD *. x * = 5 Ee SR, 1 2 SL — "wes 5 4 5 3 — 
2 ” 2" — — — — <td * y 2 * \ 2 * * q , _ 4 = Ty * * 2 , > OA x 4 * T3 = «6. N 5 a ** * 

- — . , n Pr 3 9＋ͤS— — . r N " 
„ 4 * en b "n= 7 " . = - = — - 
— 2 * 


1 i" 
r 
FIRE ” ” 


— .. "I , 
FFF EE a A es So oo 
. _ ; — - — 
. 
5 


78 A Defence 77 the Argument | 

of his *, becauſe the eme were great Com- 
Poſers of Books under the Names of their 
Prophets, to do themſelves Honour, and 
particularly under the Name of Daniel. 
And how dees he prove this? Why thus, 
there are ſeveral Pieces falſſy attributed to 
Daniel, ſuch as the Song of the three Chil- 
dren, the Story of Suſannah and the two 
Elders, of Bel and the Dragon. I ſhould 
think this Argument proves the direct con- 
trary to what this Author muſt have ex- 
pected from it; for it muſt prove the: great 
Care and Caution of the Paleſtine Jews at 
leaſt, in not being impoſed upon by fup- 


. poſititious Books, ſince 'tis well known 
they never received theſe laſt Books, as 


the Books of the Prophet Daniel; and 
therefore this Argument of his, inſtead of 
weakning, muſt! ſtrengthen and enforce 
the Authority of the Book they did re- 
ceive as a Book of the Prophet Baue. "Ir 
this Book does Honour to the Jeriſb Na- 
tion, in repreſenting a 7c às excelling all 
the Wiſe Men of Nebuchadhezzar's Corn 
in the Interpretation of Dreams ; it will 
not follow from thence chat it muſt be a 
forged Bock, till this: Auther' Das W 
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thor does Honour to his Nation, muſt be 
a forged: Book ; or that there can be no 
Difference iirwedidneos and a falſe Pro- 
phet, between a Divine Interpreter ot 
Dreams, and one that only pretends to be 
ſuch. For if there be ſuch a Difference, 
it cannot be doubted that one ſuch Pro- 
phet, or ſuch Interpreter of Dreams, mi 
excell a whole College of Wiſe Men and 
why then muff the Perſon, who gives us 
ſuch a Relation, incur the 3 4 . 
enen 4] 2712 A1 


a now, as 1 hope, ig given 2 fulfici 


ent Anſwer to. ſome of the Objections 


formed againſt the Authenticneſs of. the | 


Book of Daniel by the Author of the 


Scheme, . &c. 1 would refer thoſe whg de- 


ſire a more Fi Anſwer, to the very 


Learned the Brſhop of : Covextry and Litch- 
feld; and having alſo. ſhewn, that the 
ſeventy, Weeks of Daniel; will not fit His 
Meſſiah Judas Merce seg and that. His 


Reaſons, againſt placing the Beginning. of 9 
the LXX. Weeks at the Edict of Arta- 


|XETXES,; for Fbuilding 7 fortifying the 
Ker in I den W „are not, conch 
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| five;: and it being allowed, that the laſt 


of the ſeventy Weeks, if we reckon from 
the 20th of Artaxerxes Longimanus, will 
end preſently after the Death of our bleſ- 
ſed Lord: it is then evident, that the 
Time of our Saviour's Death agrees well 
with the Time fixed by Daniel's Prophe- 
cy for the cutting off Meſſiah. And as no 
Man chuſes his own Time of coming into 
the World, we muſt think this Agreement 


in Point of Time, to be very favourable to 


the Claim our bleſſed Lord made, of be- 
ing the Perſon promiſed by God to come 
among the Fews ; eſpecially as this Time 


was connected with a remarkable Altera- 
tion, which was to befal the Eccleſiaſtical 


Part of the Jewiſh State, foretold by my 
four Prophets, and which could not- have 
been foreſeen by any human Foreſight at 
the Time our Saviour appeared upon 
Earth, and claimed to be the Meſſiah fore- 
told by theſe Prophets. For this Altera- 
tion in the Eccleſiaſtical State of the Fews 


depended upon the Deſtruction of their 


Temple; but I cannot fee any Probability, 
at the Time when our Saviour appeared, 
that it would be ſhortly, deftroyed:; and 1 


Lare fay, there was not then any one 2 
- 2 14 | n 


| 2 * . 
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* 


ſon in all Judea, except our bleſſed Lo 


that had the leaſt Apprehenſions of any. | 


ſuch Event.. All t he Prognoſtications 0 
the Deſtruction of the Temple and City, 
which Foſepbus * mentions, being many 
Years after.the, Crucifixion of our Saviour, 
the earlieſt of, them being little more than 


ſeven Years. before. the, Deſtrudion of the | 


City and Femple by Tiur. RE 0 


The lat Prophet 1 haye 'E "Waka der is 
Iſeiab : 5 and Ithinkit will not be diſputed, 
that our - Jeſus (o far as he appeared in a 
low. Eſtate, and firuggled with great Dif. 
ficulties; was in his Death number with 
the Tranſgreſſors, and ſuffer d for the Tranſ- 
greſſions of. bis People) did well enough an- 
ſwer the Deſcription iah has given! us 


2 his Meſſiah. But 'tis faid there are 


| things in which they very much 
differed; as that Mſaiab's J Meſſiah was 55 
with the Rich 3 in Sh Pant 1 our 
Jeſus made his Grave with the Rich, and 
died with the Wicked, vi. the two Thieves 
that were cruciſied with him, but was bu- 
ried f in he Grave that belonged: to ar rich 
G Man, 
de bello Judaico. 
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Man, + viz. 705 5 & Arimatben. He fays, 
the Words in the Original” are of "difficult 
Interpretation ; and yet they muſt be 
underſtood of Jeb of Arimathea, and 
the, two Thieves. r 
Are we oblig'd, any more than be is, 
to take ſuch | a Senſe of Scripture as makes 
aeainft us, when the Place Tsacktiowled gd 
to be of difficult Interpretation? Wiy 
may it not thus be underſtogd, that God 
deſtroy red the Wicked and the Rich for 


2 cher pain righteous8e rankt to Death, 


that is, the. Leaders of the People, and 
the People themſelves, whom he foon af. 
ter. delivered into the Hands of the Ro- 
mans > This Interpretation agrees well 
enough with the Greek and Latin Tranſla- 
tions, and has the Authority of St. Ferom 
For its Support ; and the. Hebrew is ac- 
knowledg'd to be obſcure; and what 18 
more, there is a Place in the fime Writer, 
VIZ. Tſaiab, in the Greek, which anſwet 
to the place before us. = N 0 
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"Tis plain there miſt be an Ellipſis in 
beds theſe Places; and in the firſt of theſe 
Places Grotius ſupplies the Ellipfis thus: I 
will give up Princes to Deſtruct ion fur your 


ſake, or to preſerve your Lives. And 


what ſhould hinder us from ſupplying i It 
in the ſame manner in the 53d Chapter of 
the ſame Writer, vis. That God would 


give up the Wicked and the Rich to De- 


ſtruction, becauſe of his Death, or for his 
Death, viz. the Death of his Tighteous 


Servant? For a literal Tranſlation of the 


Greek in the firſt. place will run thus: I 
will give Men for thee, and Princes for thy 
life. The literal Tranflatin of the 5 34 


is, 1 will give the Nic ted for bi Grube. and 


the Rich for bis Death: Which ſhewstheſs 
two Places ta be parallel, and therefore 
proper to give light ro each other ; andi at 


the ſame time ſhews the Text in Diſpucs 


to be ſo far from being an Objecion to 
Meſſiah, as the * Commentator on Nai 
thought, that tis 4 Confirmation to us of 


his being the Perſon 1ſzizb deſcribed. 


If it be ſaid theſe Places are not exatly 
para el , becauſe in the former Text tis dp, 
in this 2 am, which Word the LXX Inter- 

8 * preter: 
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K . Deſenc F the. Argument 
preters do generally uſe for inſtead; or in 
lien of any thing; which would: give a || 
Senſe of this laſt Place that would not fuit I , 
our Jeſus, becauſe his Life was taken a- t 
way, as well as the Lives of the Rich and Is 
the Wicked; I _anſwer, that the Greek | 
Tranſlator could not intend in this Place, 
whatever he might in any other, to uſe 
the Prepoſition dyn in ſuch a Senſe; be- 
cauſe in the immediately preceding Verte 
he had ſaid of this righteous Servant, that 
bis Life apas taten From the Earth, and be- 
cauſe f the Iniquities.of my People he was 
brought to hit Death. I-cannot hut ob- 
ſerve, that this: Deſeription of Iſtiab' 8 
Meſſiah, as well as that of Daniel, does 
little aufer the Sauer of a temporal 
Deliverer. 1 11 
The other Particular in i > tis 
thought our Jeſus did not anſwer the Cha- 
rafter of Iſaiab's Meſſiah, is, that he is 
deſcribed. as one that was to outlive his 
Misfortunes, or that be ſhould ſee bis ſeed, 
and prolong. his days; that be ſhould ſee of 
the travel of bis, ſoul; God, would divide 
him a portion with the great, and he ſhould 
divide the ſpeil with the ſtrong. Whereas 
he bleſſed Jeſus was ſo far from outliving 
4 bis 
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5 from PRO HEC TI. N 
bis Misfortunes, that he actually died up- 
ton a Croſs, and never had a Portion with 

- | the Great, nor- divided the ee 
| strong. % 03 devote Irroten 
f we offer to ay, that Chriſt -fulblled! 
„ theſe Particulars'by' riſing out of his Grave 
e after his Crucifixion, and aſcending into 
q Heaven, and from thence: beholding the 
mighty Succeſs of his Diſciples, who in a 
t few Ages brought a great Parte of the 
World under his Obedience; the Writer: 
of the Scheme , Gc. will tell us, that we 
„take the Words of the Prophetin a anbſt 
s fowrativerandunndturil Senſe; as if giving 
a figurative Senſe to Writers that abound 


in figurative Expreſſiofis; muſt be giving 
an unnatural Senſe to their Words; for he 
15 does not tell us, why. putting a figuritive 
* Senſeſupon a Writer thut frequently uſes 
Figures ſhould be unnatural; and there- 
15 fore we Who believe ſpiritual chings, and 
4% x Life after chis of outs is ended, may be 
of allowed ſure to thing tlie Prophet; who 
believed both, nngtit mean; that God's 
ld righteous Servant ſhould after his Denth 
and riſing to Life again, ſee the Enereaſe 


ng of his Followers, called here ſeeing his 


=y 77 3 Seed, 
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865: A Defence of tbe Argument 
Seed, and prolonging his Days, without 
putting any force upon the Prophet's, 
Words; tho' it muſt, I confeſs, appear un- 
nf enough to all that believe a Re- 
ſurrection or a Prolongation of our Days 
after we are once dead, to be an Impoſſi- 
bility. But who can blame us for putting 
a figurative, Senſe; upon the Words of an 
Author, who tells us that a Perſon ſhould 
be put to death, and after m_ ſee his Seed, 
eee Fr 1004; ft 4 "gt ; 
14 bave now gone re ys Gome/Prophets, 
and ſhewn without the Help of any typical 
Application of their Words, that they 
ſpeak of a Meſſiah; and alſo that what 
they ſay of him was truly and primarily 
Fulkled 3 In our Jeſus. I hope this Writer 
will not ſay, that he inſiſted upon ſuch 
Proof of Jeſus being the Meſſiah, as was 
drawn from þ literal Interpretation of the 
Prophet's Words; becauſe no one doubts 
that when an Author uſes figurative Ex- 
preſſions, the figurative Senſe is the true 
and primary rs an ſuck an: ar 
crane Alge N | 
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Nan PROPHECY... 
I proceed, Thirdly, to ſhew, That the 


Alteration our bleſſed Lord made i in the 
Law of. Maſer, was ſo far. from being an 


Argument againſt his Meſbabhip, that * tis 
an additional Proof of Bis being the pro- 


miſed Meſſiah. This may obviate an Ob- 


jection which the Fews are wont to raiſe 
againft the, Chriſtian , Religion, That af 
God had not given the Jens ſufficient No- 


tice beforehand by his. Prophets that he 


would alter their Law, : the Prejudices 


they muſt naturally have. for their Law, 


as they were perſuaded it came from God, 
muſt haveibeen- a pretty good Excuſe t to 
chem in not hearkning to the Meſliah, 
when he came to make the Alteration. 
But having already: ſnewn from the Pro- 


phets, that there was to be a great J u : 


tion in the Eccleſiaſtical State of the Fews 


when Meſſiah came, I. ſhall: only. mentian 


a Place or two, which. were either then 

omitted, or not ſufficiently conſider d. 
The Places of Scripture, I hall inſiſt 

upon are theſe, two, Jeremy xxxi. 31. and 


Mal. i. 11. The firſt of them has theſe 
Words: Hebold, the days come, ſays, the 
the Lord, that I will make. a neu- covenant 


with: the bouſe, of Iſrael, and oith the 
8 4  bouſs 
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88 4 bote of tbe Hipiment 
Þoufe f Judah: not accoſ ding to tbe cbve- 
nant I made with their fathirs'i in the day 
took them'by the' hand to bring them out of 
: Egypt: f Bu this ſhall be the covenant T will 
male with. che bouſe of Iſrael * "After Thoſe 
days, ſays the Lord, I will put my lam in 
their inward parts, and write it in- their 
be arts, and they ſhall teach no more c 
man his neighbour, ſaying, Know the Lord; 
for they ſhall know me from the leaſt to the 
greateft, ſays the Lord; for I will forgive 
heit iniquity, and MEL TY their fin 'no 
more. Jeremy has deſcribed this Covenant 
In ſuch à manner, that he cbuld not mean 
the Covenant that God made with the 1/- 
raęlites by the Hands of Moſes,” becauſe 
he fays expreſsly, that it ſhould not be 
according to the Covenant he made with 
their Fathers, when he took them by the 
Hand to lead them out of Egypt. And 
he tells us too, how this ne Covenant 
Daoud differ from the old bie; that in this 
he would put his Laws into their inward 
Parts, and write them in their Hearts: 
| "Whereas thoſe of Moſes were writ upon 
Tables of Stone. And there was another 
Particular in which this new Covenant 
ſhould Uiffer from We old one, which is, 
that 
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chat by this God would forgive their Ini- 
quity, : and remember their Sin no more. 

But as to the firſt of theſe, Grotius * ſays 
we muſt underſtand by God's putting his 


law in their inward parts, and writing it in 


their hearts, the great and extraordinary 
Benefits he would then confer upon them; 


which ſhould be ſo great, that they Thould 


never be able for the future to forget 
them, nor conſequently the Law or Cove- 
nant of their Benefactor, no more than if 
he had put his Law into their Hearts, in- 
ſtead of writing it upon Tables. But in 


Anſwer to tlũs, we, ſayꝭ that if this Cove- 


nant was to be diſtinguiſn'd from the Co- 
venant God made with them when he 


brought them out of Eg ypt, by the Great- 
neſs of the Deliverance out of Babel, then 


this laſt Deliverance muſt have been a 


greater one than that from Egyptian Bon- 


dage. But this cannot be true; becauſe 


e find from the firſt of Oris, when Li- 


berty was granted them of returning into 


their own Country, to the a20th of Arta- 


xerxes, by the Account we have in the 


Book of Nebemiah, the Zeros in Fudea and 
Feruſalem were in a moſt diſconſolate Con- 


- this 


* n 92 that Place, 
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90 A De efence of the Argument 
thir Day *; and the Perſians had Dominion 
over their Bodies and their Cattle at their 
pleaſure. And ſo they continued either 
under the Logidz, or the Seleucide, ta be 
at the Will of imperious Maſters, till the 
Time of Simon their Prince and High- 
Prieſt, which was above 200 Years after 
their Return under the Conduct of Zoro- 
babel in the firſt of Cyrus : And in leſs than 
fourſcore Years after Simon, they fell un- 
der the Roman oke, being conquered by 
Pompey; and ſo continued in Subjection to 
the Romans, till they made an utter De- 
ſtruction of their City and Temple. 
Beſides, by the Number that returnꝰd 
from Babel, when all might if they had 
pleaſed, we may eaſily gueſs that the Fews 
fared better in Bzbylon' than they did in 
Egypt. For we know, that of tlie 24 Fa- 
milies of Prieſts appointed by David for 
the Service of the Temple, only four of 
thoſe Families returned to Jeruſalem +; 
and yet I think 1t may be fairly ſuppoſed, 
that a greater Number of Prieſts in Pro- 
portion, than of the Fewiſb Laity, did re- 
ttnrn from Babylon to Jeruſulem; as Feru- 
[; Aae was "the'P Place” in rene the Prieſts 
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were to exerciſe their Office, and out of 
it they muſt loſe. a great Part of their 


Perquiſites ; which was not the Caſe of the ||| 
Laity. And therefore, if but a fixth ||| 
Part E the Prieſtly Families return'd, we, || 
cannot think more, but fewer in Propor⸗- 


tion, of the Laity returned from Babylon: 
which ſhews the Servitude in Egypt to 


have been greater than that in Babylon or 
Chaldea, conſequently the former Delive- | [1 


rance greater: than the latter. This new 
Covenant therefore could not be, as Gro- 


tins ſuppoſes, the old Covenant of Moſes || 
(which Nehemiah ſpeaks of*). renewed or 
confirmed again by God and the Iſraelites, ||| 
but a new and very different one, if we 


attend to Jeremy s Deſcription of it; the 
Tame which God enter'd into with the 
Fews by the Meſſah. For the Religion | 


introduced by the bleſſed Jeſus.1s fo per- | | 
. reaſonable, that. it may be faid to 


in * Hearts; ee rn never Fa 
faid with any. Propriety of the Covenant 
introduced by; Moſes ; as that requited the 
Obſervation of many things, chat in point | 
of Reaſon ſeemd to be perfectly indiffe- | 
vent whether to be done or let alone. 

Nehem. ix. 38. And | 


; 


| 


_ 
-— — — — 


6 . Dofince of the Argument 
And as t to the ſecond Part of this new 
Covenant, which cohiliſted in forgiving 
Men their Iniquities, and remenibring 
their Sins no more, we ſee plainly ſome 
of the ſame things were to be Parts of 
dms Covenant, which Tſaiah had told us, 
nm the 53d Chapter, were to be done by 
his righteous Servant the” Meſſiah, and to 
be done alſo in the Time when Danieps 
Meſſiah was to make his Appearance. For 
Lſaiab's Meſſiah was to juſtify his People, 
zs he was to bear their Iniquities, and the 
Lord had laid on him their Iniquities, and 


4 » 


therefore : forgave the People that had com- 
mitted them. So Daniel tells us, that 
[0 when Meffiah came, an end was to be nada 
ae of” Vins, and 'of ma king reconciliation for 
miquity, and everlaſting” righreouſneſs In 
troduced. How do theſe differ from the 
rerms of this new Covenant, in which 
110 God would org ive their iniqt quiry, and re- 
OM ember their 855 no more? Muc therefore 
[I the Alteration” the bleſſed Jeſus made in 
RAR the Law of Moſes, is ſo far from weak- 
ning his Authority that it confirms it. 
And we may alſo obſerve, that tho? he 
was not; what the ei in his Time and 
fince ce exyeRed from „ a tempo- 
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ral Deliverer; yer he was ſuch a Deliverer 
a8. our Prophets had foretold of the Meſ- 
ſiah, viz. That he ſhould, when he came, 
deliver them from the heavy Burden of 
Sacrifices, to be offered day by day for 
their Sins. And this? tis well known t 
bleſſed Jeſus did in Fact accompliſh, _ y 
aſſuring the Fews, that God would forgive 
them their Sins 1 upon. their hearty Repen- 
tance, without the Aid of Explatory Sa- 
crifices any longer offered for them“: Con- 
ſequently the Chriſtian Notion of a Meſſi- 
ah muſt be more agreeable to the old Pro- 
phets than that of the k 7, 
Another Evidence we have of a an n Alte- 
ration to be made, when Meſliah « came, of 
the Law of Moſes, is Malachi, chap. i. 11. 
which has been already mention d. *Tis 
evident by the Law of Moſes F,: that God 
would be worſhipp'd i in one Place, and in 
one Place only, viz. the Place which God 
ſhould chuſe; and we know that Feruſa- 
lem || was that Place which God choſe and 
accepted; and yet God by Malachi tells 
the Jews, that he would not continue them 


to be a peculiar People, nor Feruſalem to be 


the only Place i in which he would be wor- 


Y | | A . ſhipped, 
„ Heb, „ FN. l. 8 1 1 "Dh ix. 3. 
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4 4 1 Defence of the Argument 2 
17 ſhipped; for that from the riſing of the 
Jun unto the going down of the ſame, that 
is, all the World over, bis name ſhould be 
great among the Gentiles ; not among the 
| Tfrazlites who are Sherled” among the 
Gentiles, as ſome Fews would have had the 
Prophet exprefs himſelf; and as the Chal- 
dee Interpreter paraphraſes this Place with- 
out any Authority from the Words of the 
Original: And in every place, as well as 
Feruſalem, Incenſe 2 be offered unto bis 
Name, and @ pure Offering. But, from 
what has been already faid, every one - 
muſt know, that fo long as the Levitical 
Prieſthood ſubſiſted, neither Incenſe, nor 
any of the Levitical Oblations could de 
offered out of Feruſalem. The Prophet 
therefore, by telling us that theſe ſhould 
be offered in every other Place, and ac- 
cepted by God, did plainly tell the Fews, 
that * twas God's Intention that this Way of 
Worſhip ſhould have an End when the 
Lord of the Temple came, and that every 
(1/88 body in every Part of the World, as well 
as in the Temple, ſhould have equal Ac- 
ces to God; or that Incenſe, or ſome- 
thing in lieu of Incenſe, viz. the Prayers 


and Thankſgivings of Men, ſhould equally 
_ aſcend 


From:PRoOPHECY. og 
aſcend to Heaven from one Place as ano- 
ther: And therefore our Meſſialt, in put- 
ting an end to the Temple Service, and 
ſubſtituting ſpiritual Worſhip, or the 
Worſhip of God in all Places in the room 


or the Prophets, that he truly fulfilled 
them: he fulfilled what God had foretold 


by bis Prophets; and as the Prophets 
were always underſtood: to be the beſt In- 


terpreters of the Law of Moſes, he did 
truly fulfil the Law itſelf, when he put an 
end to it: Conſequently, Chriſtians are 
Juſtifiable in affixing figurative Senſes to 
ſuch Places of the Prophets as literally 


ſpeak of the Law of Moſes, and of its 


eternal Duration; and are not to be blamed, 
altho? they ſuppoſe this Eternity was to 


have an End when the | Meſſiah came. © 


And when we read in Malachi an Order 


from God to the Fews, to remember the 
lau of Moſes his ſervant, which be com- 


mandet to him in Horeb, with the ſtatutes 
and judgments ; the ſame Prophet helps 
us to underſtand his Meaning, by compa- 
ring it with'the Place now mention'd; 
which owe = to have been his Mean- 
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96 A ts of the Argument 
ning; That they were to obſerve the Law 


till it was ſuperſeded by a new Law, till 


the Time came; thar from the riſing of the 
fun unto the going down of the ſame, God's 
name ſhould be great among the Gentiles. 

And now we may obſerve, that the moſt 


diſtinguiſning Marks of the promiſed Per- 


ſon to be met with in the old Prophecies, 
were united in our Jeſus; Such as the 
Time when he was to appear, and what 
was to be done when he did appear, vis. 
that a remarkable Alteration was to befal 
the Fewiſh People in their Eccleſiaſtical 
Capacity at or ſoon after his coming, fore- 
told by every one of our four Prophets; 
as alſo by the Prophet Jeremy, who de- 
ſeribing this Alteration makes it to be ſo 
great, as to deſerve the Name of a new 
Covenant which God would make with the 
Houſe of Iſrael; and one Part of the Al- 
teration, viz. that the Gentiles ſhould then 


be the People of God, as well as the eus, 


was foretold by Malachi. All which we 
know to be literally accompliſh'd in the 
Chriſtian Religion introduced; hy Jeſus the 
Chriſt; and alſo the ſeemingly inconſiſtent 
Characters of the promiſed Perſon, ſuch 
as his great Succeſs in the World, and his 

3 great 
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- hs PROPHECY. - 97 
great Sufferings and Death too; his being 


one whom the Jews ſhould delight in A 5 
and. yet one. who would be deſpiſed by 
many of them; one who was to _ his 
Grave with the Wicked, and with the Rich 
in his Death; and yet one wbo ſhould ſee 
his ſeed, and prolong bis days | One too, 
who, like a great Prince, was to over-run 
the World with his Conqueſts; and yet at 


the ſame time, one that was to ſuſtain the | 


Prieſtly Character ||, were well reconciled 


in our bleſſed Lord; and ſo well reconci- 
led in him, as to exclude every other Per- 


ſon, notwithſtanding all the vain Attempts 
of Unbelievers, from any Appearances of 
being that promiſed Perſon, 


I am now, Laſtly, To aſſign ſome Rea- 
ſon, why our dn and his Apoſtles did 
often uſe typical Arguments in Proof of 
his being the Meſſiah, and not ſuch Argu- 
ments as were drawn. from the primary 
and literal Senſe of the Prophets Words, 
The Account which the Writer of the 
That the | Eyangeliſis either uſed d rypica 

H Proof, 


* Mal.ii. , f. Lia lil. | | Pry ex. 
+ Pag. 362, Ce 8 3 5 
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Proof, becauſe they could find no othet 
Proof of a Meſſiab in the Writings of che 
Prophets, or becauſe they themſelves 
thought ſuch to be good Proof. But 1 
have already proved from four Prophecies 
of four different Prophets, according to a 
literal Interpretation of their Words, that 
a Meſſiah was promiſed and expected; and 
that our Jeſus did ſo well anſwer theit 
Character of the Meſſiah, that we may 
ſee him to be the Perſon meant; and ſome 
Part of each of theſe four Prophecies are 

actually applied by the Writers of our 
Goſpels, and the other facred Writers, to 
Jeſus the Meſſiah *: So that his Account 
of their uſing typical Proof, becaufe they 
had no other, cannot be true. 

But then it will be ask'd, Why they did 
fo often uſe this Kind of Proof: > The An- 
fwer 1 is, Becauſe twas à manner of Proof 
much in faſhion in their Times; as we 


may perceive by Philo, who writ much in 
that way z; and by on in his Preface 


wh ; S 83 1 to 

Eh. Film « ex. ne iii. 1227 ix. 

Match. xxii. 44. Acts ii. 34. A X1. 10. Mar. xxiv. 15. 

_ Heb. v. 6. Luke vii. 27. IMark xiit. 14. 
Tus Ifaiah lit. 


Mark xv. 28. Acts viii. 32, 35- © 
Luke xxii. 37. 


| Ks, Fes ihe 3 ub 
to his Antiquities T. where he tells us, 
That Moſes, the Writer of the: Fewiſh 


Law, had two Views in writing his Hi- 


| ſtory; the one was to relate certain Facts, 


the other to encloſe certain Myſteries in 


thoſe Facts, which were not to be diſco- 


vered by the Letter, or a literal Interpre- 


tation of his Writings, but by the help 
of Allegory, Type, or Figure * ; and *tis - 


well known that ſuch faſhionable ways of 


Reaſoning ſhall oftentimes have a better 


Effect upon Men, than reaſoning upon the 
moſt undoubted Principles; both as they 


fall in with Mens preconceived Notions, 


and alſo more effectually ſilence Gain- 
ſayers; and in truth, the beſt Arguments 


will oftentimes fail of Succeſs, for want 


of falling in with ſuch Principles, as the 
Man you would convince allows of. That 
ſuch Arguments were in Fact ſucceſsful, 
we find by St. Peter's Diſcourſe in Act ii. 
which turned much upon this Kind of 


Proof, by which no leſs than 3000 Per- 


ſons were brought to an Acknowledgment 
of Jeſus. being the Meſſiah; and I do not 
ſee that our Saviour and his Apoſtles could 


: M23: deſerve. 
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deſerve blame for uſing ſuch Arguments 
as they ſaw would be moſt convincing ; 
nor the Evangeliſts, as Hiſtorians, for re- 
lating what Arguments were uſed in ma- 
king Men Chriſtians. But it will not fol- 
low, that the Evangeliſts deemed typical 
to be ſtri& Proof, unleſs they had always 
made uſe of it, which I have ſhewn they 
did not. Neither can we conclude, as 
this Author does, that they thought it 
good Proof, becauſe they adviſe People to 
ſearch the Scriptures for Jeſus; | for we 
have ſhewn that the Meſſiah is to be found 
literally there, and alſo that the Evange- 
liſts quote thoſe Prophecies; there is 
therefore no Evidence, that either Jeſus or 
his -Diſciples deſign'd typical Proof for 
any thing more than a Proof ad Homines. 

And if the Evangeliſts tell us, that li- 
teral as well as typical Applications from 
the Prophets were made uſe of, then 

Proofs were brought which might have ſa- 

tisfied the Sadducees and Gentiles, as well 
as the Phariſees, with whom 'tis allowed 
this way of Proof by Type was in Re- 
queſt; and might alſo ſtill ſatisfy Unbe- 
lievers, if they were not averſe from be- 
TOS. - -., owt | 


* * 


from P ROPHECY-, —_— 
If the Evangeliſts oftner uſed typical 
int literal Applications of Prophecies, 
it ought to be conſider'd, that the firſt Con- 
verts to Chriſtianity were either Jes, or 
Proſelytes who had ſtudied the Law, and 
theſe chiefly from among the Phariſees. 
But had it been otherwiſe, the Author of 
the Ground allows, that myſtical or al- 
legorical Interpretations would have hit 
the Taſte of the Pagans or Heathens, as 
> well as that of the Fews.' And if he had 
been in a good Humour, he might have 


| allowed the Sadducees too to have had 
.. Traditions, or traditive Interpretations of 
Scripture, as well as the Caraits, who were 
6: always thought to be great Adherers to 
3 the literal Senſe of Scripture, and their 


Name ſpeaks them to be ſuch; but un- 

- luckily for them, they muſt be believing 
1 a Meſhah : So this Author crowds tradi- 
'W | tive Interpretations of Scripture upon 
theſe tool. Tho' if we may believe one 
of the Carait Writers (and why may not 

- a Carait know as well as this Author, whe- 
ther a Carait holds Traditions in expound- 
ing Scripture or not?) quoted by Trig- 
land F, they had no Guide in Religion, 


but 


1 Grounds, p. * | POE to Lond. Journal, 
+ De Sei Carzor. p. 153. 
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but the literal Senſe of Scripture.. For 
Moſes Eliabu in Adderet ſays thus: We 
* acknowledge but two Guides in Religi- 


4 on; one is the Light of Scripture, and 


the other that of Reaſon. For Truth, 
* according to us, is known by Reaſon; 


* by the Help of which we draw it out 


de 


of the Prophecies; ; and an Argument 


| < from Seripture 18 then thought by us 


+ to be a good one, when it agrees with 
the Words of the Prophet. So that if 
this Carait Writer knew what Caraits 
held, they did not explain Seripture by 
Tradition, but only by the Light of Rea- 
ſon; which ferved them in underſtanding 
the Words of - Scripture, - and in drawing 
from it ſuch Concluſions, as appeared to 
them to be natural and neceſſary, without 
concerning themſelves with any cabbaliſti- 
cal or allegorical eee of Scri- 
pture. 100 

If any Carait writer has Gi in Gone 
tradiction to ſo clear a Teſtimony, that 
Caraits have Traditions, it was probably 
occaſion d, as Trigland obſeryes „ thro 


fear of the Rabbi Jews, who are in moſt 
Countries much more numerous and pow- 


erful 


* 


* De Sei Carzor. p. 116. 
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erful than the Caraits, and are always in- 
elin'd to uſe them ill, when they have it- 


in their Power. But what deſerves Ob- 
ſervation is this, That the fame Author, 


Who confeſſes che Caraits had dome Tradi- 


tions, ſays, they did not make uſe of them 
in erplaining or finding out the Senſe of 
Seripture, but that they took the ſame 

Method for -underſtanding Seripture, as 
they or any otfier Perſons would have ta- 
ken for underſtanding any other Book *; 
and therefore theſe Caraits, who ſtill ex- 
pect a Meſſiah as much as che Rabbi Jews, 
muſt have found him in the Books of Seri- 
pture explain'd literally; or according o 
the plain Senſe and Meaning, ſuch as ap- 
peared to them, of the Words ot the Wii 

ters of the acted Books, 
But chen the Writer or the Salben +: 
Ge. finds fault with the Evangeliſts for 


uſing the word Fulfl promiſcuouſly, both ii 


when they apply a RO typically, 
and when literally; by which means, he 


ſays, a Reader RA, want a Rule, by which 
to difiinguifitwhten the Evangeliſts mean 
* 88 12 — hene typical Application ofs A 

* * ran., 120. 2 Caraitis. + Scheme, p. 351. 
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And yet I believe the moſt, accurate 
Writers do not always uſe the ſame Word 


in the very ſame: Senſe ; however, under- 


ſtanding Readers are able to diſcover when 


they uſe the Word in a Senſe different from 


what they had before ; and ſo may we, by 


having recourſe to the Prophecy 4 uns 


derftand when. the Evangeliſt. intends &. li- 
teral, when a typical Application of any 
Prophecy, altho' the word ff ſhould 
rte to 10 uſed Dy them! in both Galea 


o 
2 


d wow 1 . to — ſhown, wt 
Satisfaction of Doubters, that the Uſe of 
typical Applications of Prophecies by the 
Evangeliſts in Proof of a Meſſiah; ought 
to be no Objection to the Truth or Autho- 
rity of our Chriſtian Revelation; and alſa 


do have removed the chief Impediments, 
EY - which have been induſtriouſly thrown in 


Mens way, for fear they ſhould in earneſt 


acknowledge our bleſſed Lord to have tru- 
i fulfilled the ane ang, the Prophets. bun 
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